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PREFACE 


Modern interest in Byzantine brickstamps can be traced back at least as far as 1828, when 
Count А. Б. Andreossy published his Constantinople et le Bosphore de Thrace.‘ There, he 
described bricks from the Binbirdirek Cistern that bore an inscription six inches long and 
one and a half inches deep, and bricks from the Yerebatan Sarayı (Basilica Cistern) bearing 
two-inch square monogrammatic stamps. In neither case could he make sense of the marks.” 
In 1844, Timoni mentioned a single-line inscription that he had discovered along with many 
other fragmentary examples іп Beylerbeyi? A decade later, Salzenberg was the first to 
publish drawings of three exaniples from the church of Hagia Sophia.* Not until 1871 did 
the first article devoted to the subject of Byzantine brickstamps appear. Its author, P. A. 
Dethier, illustrated a large number of stamps on bricks from the suburb of the Hebdomon 
(modern Bakırköy), and also made the first misguided attempts at dating the material. 
Dethier’s dating system was unfortunately adopted by A. Sorlin-Dorigny, who published 
іп 1874 a number of stamps recovered during demolition work at Hagia Sophia, and, two 
years later, a selection of published and unpublished examples from various locations.* 
A. D. Mordtmann, another of the early brickstamp scholars, published few stamps, but his 
collection of 48 stamped bricks is fortunately preserved in the Museum fiir Spatantike und 
Byzantinische Kunst in Berlin.’ Brickstamps continued to be published in relatively small 
numbers, but, owing to the lack of comparative material, scholars could only do their best 
to make sense of the often highly abbreviated inscriptions. Thus, when W. 5. George 
published brickstamps from the church of Hagia Eirene in 1912, he commented, ‘but until a 
much larger series of similar brick stamps has been published, no very satisfactory con- 
clusions can be drawn from them’. 

The Swiss archaeologist Ernest Mamboury appreciated the need for a larger collection of 
inscriptions, and began systematically recording Constantinopolitan brickstamps in about 
1914.7 Amongst the earliest finds noted in his archive are bricks from the northern part of the 
Great Palace (areas Aa and Ab) and from a group of cisterns a short distance inside the 
fortification wall of the Topkapi Palace. In a paper given to the Greek Literary Assembly іп 
1919, Mamboury spoke of the collection he had made and its potential: 


I hasten to say, in passing, that Byzantine bricks have not yet been studied in a systematic manner, 
primarily because we do not possess a sufficient number of inscriptions. Through patient research, 
and thanks in part to the unfortunate destruction—by the authorities—of numerous Byzantine 
remains during these last five years, 1 have managed to collect about 500 brick inscriptions coming 


i [ do not intend to outline the entire history of the publication of Constantinopolitan brickstamps. This may be traced by consult- 
ing the chronological list in the “Index to che Published Brickstamps in the Catalogue’ at the end of this volume. 

2 Andreossy, Constantinople, 444 n. 1, 445. 

* Timoni, Promenades, 2.236. Timoni could make sense of only the name, and did not correctly interpret the preceding letters. His "Ti 
dhia Paulou' seems to reflecr «1[N]ASIATIA Y AOY., See the Caralogae [Part Ш) under entry number 1250. та. Throughout the 
following text, numerals in bold type refer to the Catalogue. For an explanation of the numbering system adopted in the Caralogue, вес 
Ch. 14. 

* Balzenberg, Baudenkmale, 64. 

* Dethier, ‘Makrikoy’, On Dr. Dethier himself, see Mango, Worcs d'épigraplie", 343. with references. 

* See Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Lecter’; Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions; and Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Marque’. 

7 See p. 158. 8 George, St Eirene, 98-4. * Fora biography and bibliography, see Eyice, 'Mamboury'. 
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from at least thirty different sites. This large amount of material, which I have not yet had the time to 
study thoroughly, has nevertheless provided me with much information. Next year, I hope to be able 
to present to the Archaeological Committee of the Assembly as extensive a study as possible of these 
modest ceramic monuments, which will, without a doubt, play a respectable role in future Byzantine 
studies, either for discovering the date, or for discovering the builder of these numerous Byzantine 
remains that one finds at every step.'? 


I do not know whether Mamboury presented his proposed study, but his research con- 
tinued, and his records were swelled by finds made during excavations and demolitions 
in various parts of the city. Amongst the excavations at which he was present and which 
yielded stamped bricks, the following are of particular importance: the excavation of the 
hexagon in Gülhane in 1921-23, of the Forum Tauri in 1928, of remains exposed in various 
parts of the city during the laying of drains between 1925 and 1931, of the monumental 
entrance to the atrium of Hagia Sophia in 1935, of the Peristyle in the Great Palace in 
1935-38, of the Palace of Antiochus in 1939, of a complex of three churches in Beyazit in 
1943—46, of structures on the south flank of Hagia Eirene іп 1946-47, of the seating of the 
Hippodrome in 1950, and of the Peristyle and Apsed Hall of the Great Palace in 1992-54. As 
for the demolitions that Mamboury witnessed, the largest numbers of finds came from the 
ruins north of Cemal Nadir Sokağı, destroyed in 1924, the Tokludede Mescidi, partially 
knocked down in 1929, the Balaban Aga Mescidi, which disappeared in the following year, 
and the cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi, which was partially demolished in 1940. 

By 1936, Mamboury's archive of brickstamps had grown to incorporate records of *well 
over 1000 published and unpublished examples from more than 7o different monuments, 
both dated and undated"! But Mamboury’s analysis of the material seems to have pro- 
gressed slowly, and it was not until 1949 that his first—and, lamentably, his last—two 
articles devoted to Byzantine brickstamps were published.'? The paper that he presented to 
the Byzantine Congress in Brussels in 1949" was not so important for his proposed inter- 
pretation of the inscriptions (the suggested restoration of the abbreviation Во ) is unlikely 
to be correct)" as for the change that it represented in the approach to the problem of under- 
standing brickstamps: the name on a stamp was clearly not that of an emperor, as had often 
been argued, but was probably that of an unknown brickmaker, and the dating of the brick- 
stamp depended, therefore, on the archaeological context of the brick and the indiction year 
indicated on the stamp. In the paper, Mamboury described an archive containing records of 
about 2,500 brickstamps, assembled tirelessly over almost до years of his life.’5 

Almost simultaneously, in the American Journal of Archaeology for January 1950, Cyril 
Mango’s first publication appeared. It explained the problems posed by Byzantine brick- 
stamps, and included an almost exhaustive list of references to previously published 
examples.'* Mango repeated the plea that had been made by George in 1912: “There is, above 
all, the need for a corpus embodying all those [brickstamps] that have so far been published, 
and I understand that this work has been undertaken by Mr. Mamboury, a person highly 
qualified for the task. Perhaps one day this will lead to as detailed a knowledge of Byzantine 
brick stamps as we have of the Roman’.'” 

Unfortunately, Ernest Mamboury died on 23 September 1953, leaving his extensive 
brickstamp record largely unpublished and unexploited. After Mamboury’s death, Mango 


© Mamboury, "Мага", 329. " Mamboury, ‘Fouilles Г, 172. 

М See Mamboury, 'Chrisme' and Mamboury, ‘Nouvelle Lecture’. 

^ Mamboury, ‘Nouvelle Lecture’. See pp. 21-3 

З Note that the estimate was somewhat higher in Mamboury, ‘Chrisme’, 449: 3,000 brickstamps. 
М Mango, ‘Brick Stamps’. " Mango, ‘Brick Stamps’, 26. 
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received by bequest a trunk-full of the archaeologist’s notes. Most of these were later given 
to the Deutsches Archaologisches Institut in Istanbul,'* but Mango retained the majority of 
the archive of brickstamps. Some use was made of Mamboury’s brickstamp notes by Mango 
and Hawkins in their publication of stamped bricks from Fenari Isa Camii, but otherwise 
the material remained unexploited.'* 

In October 1989, I began the task of sorting out and interpreting Mamboury's brickstamp 
notes, redrawing his illustrations, and supplementing his information with details of brick- 
stamps from many other sources (publications, archives, and museums). Amongst the 
material to be added were the stamped bricks discovered during excavations undertaken 
after Mamboury's death, especially those from the church of St Polyeuktos, excavated in 
1964—69, and those found during the restoration and excavation at Kalenderhane Camii in 
1966—78. Having assembled an up-to-date corpus of material, I began extracting from it 
whatever information there might be regarding the organization of the brickmaking indus- 
try and the chronology of construction in Constantinople. The resulting thesis was sub- 
mitted for the degree of Ph.D. to the University of Warwick in May 1994. Thereafter, work 
continued sporadically whilst holding a British Academy Post-doctoral Fellowship at the 
Institute of Archaeology and Linacre College, Oxford. Much new material—particularly 
from the collection in the Ayasofya Museum (catalogued by the author in 1994 and 1995), 
from the part of Mamboury's brickstamp notes that had passed into the possession 
of the Deutsches Archaologisches Institut in Istanbul, and from К. van Nice's records in 
Dumbarton Oaks—was added, and both the text and catalogue were updated and com- 
pletely rewritten for this publication. The catalogue contains all published material that had 
come to the author's attention by October 2001. Some publications that appeared too late 
for their brickstamps to be included are nevertheless cited in the index of published stamps. 


J.B. 


^ Mango, ‘Porphyry Column’, 103 with n. 2; Mango, Développement, 10 t. 16. | 

" Mangoand Hawkins, ‘Fenari [sa Camii’, Some of Mamboury’s other archaeological notes and plans have been published by Mango 
(Brazen House, 19-10, 182-8; ‘Porphyry Column’; 'Pylae", 15 1-3), Mathews (Survey, 29), Müller- Wiener (Bildlexikon, figs. 47, 50, 95, 
288, 369, 489), Peschlow (Eirenenkirche, plan 8), Вагай! (*Lausus', 75, fig. 3), and Ousterhout ("Later Churches’, figs. 2-5). 
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CHAPTER 1 


Constantinopolitan bricks and brickstamps 


I. GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION ОЕ FINDS 


The Byzantine brickstamps that are the subject of this study 
appear on bricks discovered almost entirely in Constantinople 
and the suburbs of Bakırköy (Hebdomon) and Küçük Çekmece 
(Rhegion) (Fig. 1). They date from the fourth to the sixth 
century AD.! А small number have been noted on the Princes' 
Islands of Büyükada (Prinkipo) (from the Kamares and St 
George Koudonas), and of Burgaz (Antigone) (from the Trans- 
figuration Church), and occasional finds have been made along 
both shores of the Sea of Marmara and the Bosphorus. On the 
European shore, in addition to the finds from Bakırköy and 
Küçük Çekmece, examples have been recorded from Silivri and 
further west at Marmara Ereğlisi (Perinthos)^ On the Asiatic 
shore, examples have been noted at Beylerbeyi, Haydarpasa, 
Kadıköy (Chalcedon), Fenerbahçe (Hiereia), Kozyatağı (west 
of Erenköy), Caddebostam (Rufinianai), Küçükyalı (possibly 
Вгуаз), Pendik (Panteichion), Degirmenalu (to the east of 
Tuzla), and Yuga Tepesi (the Hill of Joshua, to the south of the 
village of Anadolu Kavağı). On the south coast of the Sea of 
Marmara, examples have been noted at Yalova, to its east at 
Karalalise (Pylae), and to its south at Samanlı Dag. Inland, to the 
west of Constantinople, finds have been made along the 
Thracian (‘Anastasian’) Long Walls. East of Constantinople, on 
the southern shore of the Black Sea, a stamp of Constantino- 
politan type has been noted in the wall of a basilica at Çiftlik 
(Sinop) 


! The catalogue contains only stamps that appear, on the grounds of findspot and 
style, to be of Constantinopolitan origin. Other material of the Early Byzantine 
périod that has received. detailed attention is from Rome (Steinby, “L'industria 
laterizia") and Thessaloniki (Vickers, "Brickstamps"; Aupert, "Chronique", 662 and 
figs, 17475; Croke, 'Hormisdas’; Croke, "Thessalonika; Spieser, Thessalorique, 127 
п. 5; Torp, ‘Rotunda’, 18-19). Note also the material from Perge. (Onurkan, 
'Damgalar'), Durres (Zheku, "Durres*; Gutreridge at a£, "Dyrrachium, 397 with 
figs 7-3), Amorium (Harrison, Christie at al, '"Amorium', 155; Lightfoot at а, 
'Amorium', 347—6), and Louloudies (Poulter, "Brick Monograms’). For further 
references to provincial material, see Mango, “Brick Stamps’, 27; Sodini, 
"L'Artisanat, 73-5; Manacords, "ВоШ laterizi, 146-55. 

ї Stamp $67.12, found in the defences of the lower city at Perinthos, carries the 
name abbreviation Тауці ). The name is to be equated with Тау), which occurs on 
stamps dared 4546/7 found in sien in the Cistern of Aspar (563.12, Б), and possibly 
also with 'Ixt ), found on stamps dated 448/9 from St John of Stoudios ($94.12). This 
suggests a roughly mid-fifth сепшгу date for the fortifications. See Crow and Ricci, 
'Anastasian Wall’, 244. 


' Fl, 'Cifdike, 297. 


Some stamped bricks reached as far as Mesembria (Nessebar) 
on Bulgaria’s Black Sea coast. They can be dated to the sixth 
century, and were reused in repairs to the city's fortifications. 
Pottery finds indicate that a brick pavementin the fortifications, 
in which many of the stamped bricks were found, was probably 
laid in the ninth century or later.* There is no evidence to suggest 
that in the sixth century Constantinopolitan bricks were 
exported to Mesembria, 50 ir is not certain that the bricks in the 
fortifications were taken from sixth-century ruins in Mesembria 
itself.* Perhaps they were shipped to Mesembria at the ume of 
the repair to the swalls, having been salvaged from ruined or 
demolished buildings їп Constantinople. 

Considering that most of the stamped bricks included in 
this catalogue have been found within а short distance of 
Constantinople, the finds at Beirut are rather surprising. In the 
bath building there, a number of bricks bearing stamps familiar 
from fifth-century Constantinople have been discovered. 
They demonstrate that in the first half of the fifth century 
Constantinopolitan stamped bricks might be transported over 
great distances. We do not know whether the bricks were 
shipped to Beirut as the primary load or as ballast for а less dense 
cargo.* 


2. LOCATION OF BRICKYARDS 


Thin-section analysis of a fragment of old brick that had been 
crushed for inclusion in the sixth-century mortar of the church 
of Hagia Sophia revealed it to be almost identical in composition 
to both a sixth-century brick and a Turkish brick from the same 
building. From this evidence it has been concluded that marine 
clays—that is, deep, homogeneous clay beds that were laid 
down under ancient seas over a wide area—were exploited for 


* Opnenova-Marinova, Briques’, 119-20. See р. 41. 

* Ognenova-Marinova, ‘Briques’, 119 thinks they were, Admittedly, sixth- 
century stamped bricks were also found in the Sea Basilica at Mesembria, but itis not 
certain whether they came from the original construction phase or from a substan- 
tial rebuilding of uncertain date: see Velkov, ‘Basilica’, 67-8. Mesembria may have 
had more convenient local supplies of brick in the Early Byzantine period: see 
Velkov, Citzes, 157-61 for finds in Thrace and Dacia, although they are mostly 
casual and therefore difficult ta date. 

* Butcher and Thorpe, ‘Beirut’, 304. For medium-distance and long-distance 
transport of brick and ule in the western Mediterranean in the first and second 
centuries, see Rico, “Diffusion”. 
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brickmaking in the region of Constantinople over a long period 
of time.’ Nevertheless, a more extensive analysis of the fabric of 
Byzantine bricks bearing different types of stamp might have 
some success in identifying particular production sites," since 
bricks made from different beds of the same terraces of marine 
clay do have distinctive characteristics. For instance, the fabric 
of a brick from Hagia Sophia's second dome of 558-63 was 
distinct from that of one coming from the original structure of 
532-37, having less silt, more sand, many fine flakes of bleached 
biotite, and concretionary lumps of carbonate.’ To take another 
example, a brick from а tenth-century repair to the dome was 
found to have a very much higher proportion of silt and sand 
than the two earlier bricks (and therefore to be less dense than 
them), and to have different proportions of other grains, such as 
quartz, feldspars, limestone, chert, and concretions.” 

Only one of the 70 cm.-square sixth-century bricks from the 
eastern arch supporting Hagia Sophia's dome was found to be of 
a significantly different composition from the other bricks that 
were examined. It seems likely, therefore, that the bricks of 
this size had been imported." In the light of this information, 
it is interesting, although not necessarily significant, that a 
legendary account of the church's construction—the Diegesis of 
the eighth to tenth centuries—alleges that the bricks for the 
arches of Justinian's cathedral were brought from the island of 
Rhodes. The relevant passage also contains the only reference to 
brickstamping in the Byzantine period of which I am aware: 


The emperor despatched Troilus the chamberlain, Theodore the prefect 
and Basilides the quaestor to the island of Rhodes and there they made 
out of clay enormous bricks of equal weight and size which they 
stamped with these words: ‘God is in the midst of her, and she shall not 
be moved. God shall help her, and that right early." And counting their 
number, they shipped them to the emperor. The weight of vwelve such 


" Emerson and van Nice, ‘Preliminary Report’, 422 n. 34. Emerson and van Nice, 
"Collapse", тог, Full reports on the chin-section analyses are to be found amongst 
R- van Nice's records in the Fieldwork Archive at Dumbarton Oaks. The sixth- 
century brick and mortar samples referred ta in the publications appear то have 
been, respectively, specimens M-25B and М-25 (from the foot of the stairwell in the 
south-east butrress, therefore dating to 532-37). Another interesting result is that 
brick М-25В and a brick dating to 1346-34 (specimen M-28B, from rib no. 2 of the 
dome) appeared so similar, both under the hand lens and the microscope, that they 
could have come from the same quarry. 

* Analysis of the fabric of Roman bricks has, however, had mixed results: 
Steinby, "New CIL xv.1', тоб. 

* The comparison is between specimens M-25 B and M-26B from rib no. 7 of the 
dome. 

10 The specimen is M-27B«frami rib no. 21 of the dome, known to have been 
repaired over a four- to six-year period after the earthquake of 989. 

" The specimen is thin-section “С” from а sixth-century brick reused іп a repair 
made in the period 1346-54. See Emerson and van Mice, ‘Preliminary Report’, 422 
п. 34- It has been suggested that these large bricks may have been much older than 
the sixth century, possibly coming from Roman ruins: Emerson and van Nice, 
"Collapse", 102; Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, 69. Nove, however, that even the Roman 
bipedalis was considerably smaller, measuring 59 cm. square. 

2 Diegesis 14 (cp. 28). Translation from Mango, Art, 98. 

З Psalm 43446): 5. Dagron, Constantinople ппаціндіге, 237 n. 114, pl. 4 has 
published a brick in the Istanbul Archaeological Museum bearing the inscription 
(not а stamp) + 6 EXed)c Еу пёс obrie ксі) ob cochevthycetm ("God is in the midst 
of her and she shall not be moved"), It із possible that it came from Hagia Sophia, but 
the style of the text prechides а sixth-century date. 


bricks is equal to that of one of our bricks because that clay is very light, 
spongy and of awhite color. Hence a popular tale has spread abroad that 
the dome is made of pumice, but it is not so, except that itis light. With 
these bricks they built the four enormous arches . . . 


Мо investigation appears to have been made into whether the 
allegedly Rhodian bricks in the arches are indeed especially 
light. Tt may be noted, however, that the bricks from the super- 
structures ОЁ the early sixth-century church of St Polyeuktos 
(which carried typical sixth-century Constantinopolitan 
stamps) are said to have been noticeably thinner and lighter than 
those in the substructures.'* 

Given the space required both for preparing the clay and for 
laying out large numbers of bricks to dry, and bearing in mind 
the pollution that would have resulted from the firing process, 
brickmaking is unlikely to have been undertaken оп a large scale 
within the city walls." The location of the production sites 
would have been dictated by the availability of raw materials 
and by considerations of transportation. A location close to a 
river, stream, spring, well, or cistern would have ensured the 
water supply necessary for saturating the clay. River valleys 
would often have been chosen, primarily because alluvium 
frequently contains deposits of plastic, secondary clays, which 
are easily prepared for brickmaking. If a river was navigable, it 
might also have served as а route for transporting the bricks to 
the coast, from where they could be shipped to storage and 
distribution centres in or close to the city. Bricks could have 
been shipped to any of Constanunople's four harbours: the 
Neorion or Prosphorion on the Golden Horn; the Harbour of 
Julian or the Harbour of Theodosius I on the Sea of Marmara." 
As regards fuel, smaller production sites might have used dung, 
small branches, or brushwood, whereas the larger establish- 
ments would have required more substantial timbers from 
forested areas. Thus, the valley of a navigable river, close to the 
sea, and near a wooded area is likely to have been one of the most 
suitable locations for brickmaking. These conditions may often 
have been satished at some distance from Constantinople, and it 
should be remembered that in ancient Rome, bricks were often 


'# Cp. Vitruvius 2.3.4 concerning floating bricks of pumice-like clay from Pitane 
and elsewhere. 

ІЗ The assertions that they are not particularly lightweight seem to be intuitive: 
Ward-Perkins in GP II 72; Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, бә; Livingston, "Materials 
Analysis’, 860-1. Tests on brick sample M-26B taken from what remains of the 
second dome erected in 5 8-62 showed brick density ta be 14 40 kg/m? and mortar 
density to be 1430 kg/m": Mark and Çakmak, ‘Mechanical Tests’, 277-8. No com- 
parisons with brick densities from elsewhere in the structure are made. For what the 
information is worth, it may be noted that Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 85 
claimed that Byzantine Bricks varied in density between 1,12 and 2.31. For further 
details on the physical and mechanical characteristics of Byzantine bricks, see 
Kahya, 'Mauerziegel'. : 

'* Hill, "Brickstamps", 222. 

" Compare how lime burning was forbidden along the shores of the city, having 
been deemed harmful to public health (СТВ 14.6.5 (419)). 

V In the tenth century in Greece, we know of kilns located on the seashore from 
the Acts of the Lavra and Iviron monasteries. See Theocharidou, ‘Symbolé’, 95 n. 5. 

5 Magdalina, “Maritime Neighborhoods’, 211-72 observes that the harbours on 
the Sea of Marmara are more likely to have received building materials since they 
were not, unlike those on the Golden Horn, associated with extensive grain stores, 
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shipped more than 8о km. to the city from their place of manu- 
facture in the Sabina, That bricks and tiles were transported by 
sea in the vicinity of Constantinople is clearly demonstrated by 
the discovery of two shipwrecks off the island of Marmara, one 
of the seventh century carrying a cargo of water pipes, the other 
possibly of the Roman period carrying a cargo of roof tiles. 

The forests: around the Sea of Marmara and the Black Sea were 
extensively exploited in antiquity," and even at the end of the 
nineteenth century, much of the wood for Constantinople came 
from the forests at Şile and Sinop on the southern shores of the 
Black Sea? It is hardly surprising, then, that a number of Early 
Byzantine amphora kilns have been discovered at Demirci, near 
Sinop,” nor that brick and amphora kilns dating from the early 
eleventh century onwards have been located on the northern 
shores of the Sea of Marmara аг Но Зу апа Gazikoy. Even 
today, brickmaking is undertaken all along this coast." 

We know that, in the fifteenth century, there was a potters’ 
quarter to the north of the Golden Horn in Galata, although we 
cannot be certain that bricks were produced there. Kritovoulos 
of Imbros and Chalcocondylas record that, when besieging 
Constantinople in 1453, Sultan Mehmet II ordered the con- 
struction of a bridge from the Keramikos™ or Keramareion? to 
the southern side of the Golden Horn. Ducas states that the 
intention was to throw the bridge across to the region called 
Куперіоп," and Barbaro writes that it was to reach the Kinigo 
Gate.” Since the quarter of Kynegon comprised the modern 
quarters of Ayvan Saray and Balata," it follows that the 
Keramikos—where potteries, and perhaps brick factories, were 
located—was between modern Hasköy and Kasim Paga. The 
panoráma of Constantinople produced by the Venetian carto- 
grapher С. А, Vavassore around 1520, on the basis of an original 
of c. 1486, has labels indicating the ‘porta del chinico' and, on the 
opposite side of the Golden Horn, 'chiramide cinarroni’, which 
apparently refers to the pottery kilns.” 

Describing the inauguration of a new brick and tile kiln near 
Beykoz on the Asiatic shore of the Bosphorus in 1894, Cuinet 
observed that the clay there was considered to be the best chat 
could be obtained.” In the same area in 1936, Chaput noted 
claypits that had formerly been exploited for brickmaking, 
бос m. to the east of Incirkóy.? He also described active brick 
factories on the European shore of the Bosphorus, about 
20 km, north of Istanbul, and т km. west of Büyükdere. These 
exploited white or yellow sandy clays, which also occur further 

™ Rome DeLaine, Caracalla, 89-91. Constantinople: Günsenin, ‘Shipwrecks’, 
129, fig. 8.2. In Roman Britain, the distributian.of bricks carrying similar stamps 
may mean either thar the bricks were transported for 46-56 miles from the produc- 
боп centre, ar that the brickmakers were itinerant. See McWhirr and Viner, "Tiles, 
367-71. + Meiggs, Trees, 393-4. 

1 Cuinet, La Turquie, iv. $67 (Sinop), 621 and 623 (Sile). 

PB Kassab Tezgor, Demirci', 344-754. * (Sünsenin, запоя". 

= Ginsenin, ‘Production’, 197. 

* Kritavoulos of Imbros, History, t.27 (trans. Riggs, 41). 

У Chalcocondylas, 388. » 7 Ducas, 279. 

? Barbaro, trans. Jones, уу. 22 * Van Millingen, Walls, 201-2. 

М See Berger, "Vavassore', 351, nó. 49, 352, по. 55. 

М Cuinet, La Turgsie, iv. 620. " Chapur, Voyages, 162. 





to the south, particularly in the valleys west of Yenikóy, where 
thick deposits were once quarried, and оп the shores of the 
Black Sea.™ Т” 

Thus, in the Early Byzantine period, bricks destined for use in 
Constantinople and its hinterland are likely to have been made 
using sources of clay and wood that may have been some 
distance from the city, but which were not far from the shares of 
the Sea of Marmara, the Golden Horn, the Bosphorus, and the 
Black Sea. 
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Early Byzantine bricks from Constantinople (Pls. I and II) 
were, it seems, moulded in a wooden frame without a bottom. 
This would have been dipped in water and placed on a sand- 
covered moulding table before the clay was dashed into it The 
sizes of mould are roughly indicated by an analysis of the 
dimensions of surviving bricks. Byzantine bricks of the fifth 
century were typically 374 mm. square by 46 mm. thick.* By the 
early sixth century, the average length had decreased to 369 mm. 
and the average thickness to about 42 mm. The deviation from 
these average dimensions was, however, great, even in bricks 
used in a single building. Consequently, unless a brick is of 
extreme dimensions rhese average values are of little use in 
determining the date of an isolated piece." The bricks of the 
fourth and later sixth century are, however, sufficiently smaller 
than Justinianic material to allow their dimensions to be used as 
clear indication of date.™ The sides of the mould would have 
been worn down gradually by the repeated process of dashing 
the clay into it and striking off the excess clay." It is likely, how- 
ever, that the joints at the corners of the mould would have failed 
long before thus had any significant impact on the thickness of 
the bricks. Variation in clay types and tempering would have 
affected the extent to which bricks shrank during drying 
and firing, and inconsistent firing conditions would also have 
caused different degrees of shrinkage. Consistency in the size of 
the bricks was not, however, particularly important, owing 
то the freedom with which mortar was used in Byzantine 
construction. 

Parallel striations over the upper surface of many bricks, 
either in straight or curving lines, suggest that the upper surface 
of the wet clay was sometimes smoothed with a tool. On other 

^ Chaput, Voyages, 159-61. 

М Dobson, Treatise, 1.27, 1:29. 

м ArStPolyeuktos, hali-bricks were noted in the superstructure pier that fell into 
the atrium (Harrison and Firath, "Загасһале ГУ", 275), and bricks 120 пип, square х 
25-32 mm. thick were used in the niches of the axial passage beneath the nave 


(Harrison, Saraghane l, 412). 
17 "The statistics are discussed in detail below (see pp. 48, 102-6). Kahya "Ти а 


Boyutlari' suggests that the bricks were meant to measure 19-20 Byzantine бало 


(т daktulosz 19.5 mm.) toa side. 20 dabtuloi ('hngers') є $ padaistai (‘hands’), and it 
may be relevant that in the second half of the first century вс the the Greeks used 
mud bricks called the пеутабшром ('five-hand') and tespá&apov. ('four-hand") 
(Vitruvius 2.3.3.) M See pp. 105—5- 


“Ор. Dobson, Tregim, 1.29, 1.79. 
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occasions the hands were used for this purpose." Some marks 
made with the fingertips may have been created unintentionally 
when smoothing the surface, whereas others are more promi- 
nent or regular and were apparently made deliberately, either to 
help the mortar adhere or as some kind of sign." Many bricks 
have an incised line parallel to, and about 3-4 cm. away from 
each edge of the upper surface, so as to intersect near the corners 
of the brick. It appears that either the fingers or a tool could be 
used to create these lines, which are of uncertain significance.” 

The wet brick would have been transferred, on a board, to à 
straw- or sand-covered area, and placed beside other bricks 
arranged in orderly rows. After the board and mould had been 
removed, the brick would have been left to dry. The edges of 
the upper surface of a brick are often thicker than the centre. 
This is a result in part of unequal levelling of clay іп the mould 
and in part of the distortion caused when the frame was 
removed. The boot-prints and animal-prints that are visible on 
the top of some bricks were clearly made while the bricks were 
laid out to dry. 

Stamping would have been undertaken whilst the bricks were 
still laid out in the drying yard, and itis possible that only those 
at the ends of the rows were stamped, leaving a high proportion 
without a mark.“ For the best results, brickstamps should have 
been impressed when the bricks had become leather hard, a 
state that they may have taken a week to reach, depending on 
weather conditions. Occasionally a brick was stamped more 
than once, particularly if the first stamping had left a poor 
impression. A brick from Nessebar, however, was stamped with 
four clear impressions of the same фе," 


™ Dobson refers ro the ‘strike’ used to remove superfluous clay and the ‘plane’ 
used to compress the clay into the mould and smooth the surface (Treatise, 2.27, 
1,71). Planing evidently reduced the speed of production considerably (Treatise, 
1.98 footnote). Emerson and van Nice ("Preliminary Report’, 418) believe that 
Byzantine bricks were levelled by hand in an open mo 

'5 George (Se Eirene; бо) held that the fingermarks were doubtless made so that 
the mortar might obtain a better hold upon the bricks: they correspond exactly to 
the" гор" in modern bricks’. Cp. Dobson, Treatise, 1.33-34: "А point of some little 
importance may be here adverted to, viz, is any advantage gained by forming a 
hollaw in the bed of the brick to form a key for the mortar. There are various 
opinions on this point, bur we think it may be laid down as a principle, that if it is 
useful on one side it will be still better on both, so as to form a double key for the 
mortar. . . . In зор moulding, the mould is simply laid on the moulding stool, or on 
a moulding board much larger than rhe mould, and both sides of the brick are flush 
with the edges of the mould, no hollow being left unless the moulder think fit to 
make one by scoring the brick with his fingers, which is sometimes done." 

= For the surface treatment of bricks, see the photographs of ұу.ға, 115.12, 
166.12, 387.12, 409.12, зсо-та? 676. 1b, koara, 82r. 1l, 1736.16, r737.1b, 1737.16, 
1737.33 1742.14, 1746.32. | 

* Cp. Dobson, Treatise, 1.27, 1.29; and Harley, ‘Typology’, 65 (Method 4(b)). In 
contrast, the moulds used in Thessaloniki and elsewhere in the Early Byzantine 
period often had a bottom, and any inscription or design might be incised into this, 
soas to leave а relief upon the surface of the brick: see Theocharidou, ‘Symbolé’, 108 
with fig. туа; Vickers, "Brickstamps', 38$ n. 1 (Thessaloniki); Pauler, "Brick 
Monograms’, 494 (Louloudies); Bobéev, Monogrammi', figs. 2-3 (Serdica); Zheku, 
"Durrës; Gurresidge et aL, "Dyrrachium', 397 with figs. 7-8 (Durres} Onurkan, 
"Damgalar', 169-88 (Perge). 

м The stamp on AM 345 (тағала) must have been made whilst the brick was laid 
out in the open oo dry, since evo animal prints were made after che stamp had been 
applied. For rhe proportion of bricks that was stamped, see p. 24. 

5 Bradribb, Brick and Tile, roo. dt See 2z2,1D. 


The production process resulted in bricks having a rough, 
sandy underside, a smoothed upper surface (possibly displaying 
fingermarks, incised borders, animal and human footprints, and 
a stamp), and rounded edges, somewhat thicker than the rest of 
the brick (Pls. I and II). After up ta four weeks of drying, the 
bricks would have been transferred to the kiln for firing.” Since 
the clays from which the bricks were made usually contained 
iron oxide impurities, they generally fired to a brown-orange or 
red colour. 

Brickstamps were made by impressing the brick with a 
wooden or terracotta die into which a short inscription had been 
cut, so that a negative impression of the die and inscription was 
imparted on the surface of the clay. The care with which the 
inscriptions were laid out, spelled, and carved varied greatly. On 
occasion, the inscription was carved in mirror image, so as to 
ensure that the impression read correctly from left to right. At 
other times, the die was carved to read correctly, with the result 
that the impression appeared as a mirror image. It was, however, 
common for occasional letters to be carved 1n reverse or upside 
down for no obvious reason. It was also not uncommon for an 
inscription to be carved from bottom ro top or for lines to be 
carved in different directions (and even then not necessarily in а 
regular alternation). Many letters occur in a variety of forms (a 
few of which are very corrupt), and not infrequently the same 
letter is carved in different ways on the same stamp. Stamps 
bearing the name Аббо(мтіою), for example, display a wide 
variety of forms of the letters upsilon and xi. The former may 
appear as Y, У, X or even X, and the xi may appear in forms as 
diverse as 2, 3, 3, =, 2,2, б Ж,е,%,2, X, N, 5, S, and 5. In the 
fifth-cenrury, the letters on brickstamps were usually plain, 
whereas in the sixth, they were often given зегі, Ligatures were 
common, particularly in the sixth century. 

Constantinopolitan brickstamp dies created depressions of 
various shapes (rectangular, circular, cruciform, triangular, 
tabula ansata) containing raised letters. Durable metal dies 
would have been expensive, particularly given that they would 
have been usable for only one year in fifteen if they incorporated 
an indiction date." Since the surviving metal dies generally pro- 
duced sunken rather than raised inscriptions, they would appear 
to have been used for purposes other than brickstamping.” 
There are several reasons to believe that brickstamp dies were 
made from a softer, cheaper material such as hardwood: the 
impression sometimes shows indications of cracks that had 
developed in the 01е; occasionally a broken die has been used; 


" ‘The firing time would depend on the capacity of the kiln. DeL aine, Caracalla, 
117, suggesting а capacity of 65 пу of brick in Imperial Rome, allows three days for 
Bring and five days for che kiln to cool. For estimates іп the Middle and Late 
Byzantine periods, see Qusterhour, Master Builders, 130—1, 

“ Foran explanation of the system of dating by indictions, see рр. Го-т. 

\* See Nesbitt and Vikan, Secwrity, 25-6. It has been suggested that a surviving 
bronze die found at Smyrna with the pwo-line inscrippon СТЕФАМОУ / 
IIPECBYT(EPOT)S was for stamping bricks, but this is by no means certain. See 
Leclerca, “Estampilles’, cols. 544-5, fig. 4203. 

0 See, c.g. 312.14, 967.10, q. 

" See 313.1, 33341, 326,12, 1384.1, 672.1, 534-1, 1699.7, 17T 41. 
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often it is clear that the inscription on the die has been altered 
(particularly to change the indiction number); and narrow 
guidelines scored across the die to help set out the letters are 
sometimes visible as raised lines across the impression.” Cruci- 
form stamps were carved from a rectangular block by cutting 
away a shallow rectangular piece from each of the four corners 
of the block, leaving a raised cruciform area into which the 
letters were cut. Had the entire wooden block been cut to a 
cruciform shape, the die would have been weaker, and the arms 
of the cross might have broken off. Sometimes the cruciform die 
was impressed too deeply, so that not only the raised cruciform 
area, but also the edges of the rectangular wooden block, 
marked the brick." 

Аз noted above, some bricks were deliberately marked with 
various designs, created using different numbers of fingers. If 
there was a stamp in addition, sometimes it was impressed over 
the fingermarks, at other times damaged by them. Since these 
marks form distinct shapes or letters of the alphabet, it seems 
that they served as something more than a frog.* 

Stamped bricks were used in Byzantine constructions of all 
types—public and private, secular and religious, substructures 
and superstructures, large and small. Since the bricks for walls 
were laid with the large square faces in the horizontal plane 
(usually with any stamp on the lower face),? brickstamps in 


М 222.101 shows traces of horizontal scoring to help with the layour of letters 
along the top row. See also r2y2.tb. The cruciform stamp 687.1a (which Hill, 
'Brickstamps', 223 believed го have been made by a metal die) shows both horizontal 
and vertical scoring to aid the positioning of the letters: 

© Sce 953.12, 1339.12, атла, 

H Set below pp. 27-8. 

* During the excavations at St Polyeuktas, certain sections of brickwork were 
dismantled. The ratio of the total number of stamps laid downwards to the toral 


structures that are still standing can unfortunately be seen only 
rarely, On the occasions when they can be seen zn situ in stand- 
ing structures, it is because the stamps coincide with a purlog 
hole, or because bricks ina floor or in a recess, such as а window 
sill, happen to have been laid with their stamped side upwards." 
Rarer still—simply because such work has seldom been under- 
taken—are brickstamps found іл situ as a result of deliberate 
dismantling of walls during serious archaeological excavations. 
Generally, brickstamps are known from ruined structures, 
either on bricks scattered about following the collapse of a 
structure (so that it may or may mot be possible to associate them 
with a particular part of the structure or even with a particular 
building), or on bricks still i» situ that have become visible as a 
result of the partial collapse of a wall, arch, or vault. Also, mor- 
tar-beds may be exposed in ruined buildings, and these sonic- 
times preserve negative imprints of stamps on bricks that were 
once bonded to the mortar.” 


number of stamps laid upwards was 32 : 3 (Harrison and Firath, 'Saraghane ГУ", 275; 
Hill, 'Brickstamps', 222). 

= Bricks with their stamped face laid upwards have been noted, for instance, in 
window sills (294.12, 114,.та (Hagia Eirene); 203.22, 817.1n, 969.1h (see also а 
photograph published by Emerson and van Nice, "Collapse, тоз, fig. 12), 1363.1a 
(Hagia Sophia}; 49.1a (Kalenderhane Camii)), іп putlog holes (666.4bb, 66у.гх, 
674.1, 1342-36, 1350. 1b, 1396.1d (Hagia Sophia]; 291.14, 676,3, 676.46, 920.1b, 
1420.14, ys (Hagia Eirenc); 660. 1e (Kalenderhane Camit); 1715.12), in paving 
(3.12, 4,12, S. rb, 1229.12, 270.12, 666,4w, 666.162, B11.1g, 1279.1a (Hagia вара}; 
175.12, туула, ла (Sr John of Sroudios) ). Outside Constantinople, they have 

in pavement no. у of tower no. 2 in the Walls of Nessebar (Ognenova- 

Marinova, "Briques"). 

5® gria, 84e. 1a (St Polyeukros), 842.1a (ruins оп Cemal Nadir Sokagi), 567.12 
(Perinthos), and stamps from St John of Stoudios (see p, бі) have been recorded 
from mortar impressions. Iris, of course, necessary to reverse illustrations of mortar 
impressions for publication so that they appear as they would have done on the 
brick. 


СНАРТЕК 2 


The interpretation and purpose of 
Constantinopolitan brickstamps 


I. EARLIER SCHOLARSHIP 


Previous attempts to understand the significance and purpose 
of Constantinopolitan brickstamps have—perhaps not sur- 
prisingly—tended to concentrate on the names that the stamps 
bear. Dethier’s article of 1871, which concerned a large number 
of stamps found in the suburb of Bakirkéy (the ancient 
Hebdomon), set an unfortunate precedent that was to be 
followed, more or less closely, by later scholars. Dethier 
believed that 4 number of stamps bore imperial names. The 
earliest imperial stamps, he claimed, carried the abbreviation 
Комстомі ), and were to be ascribed to the emperor Constantine 
or to his son Constantius П! Emperors from the time of 
Theodosius П, he asserted—though without providing any 
evidence—employed their monograms.’ Stamps with a single 
line of text, beginning with an indiction date and incorporating 
the abbreviation Род ) were also said to be imperial, appearing 
from the time of the emperor Phocas. Dethier restored Ba ) as 
Baci. éoc) and believed the letters that followed to be the first 
letters of the imperial name. Thus he expanded + AIQOY as 
+ імдӛ(іктіймес) 17 Фо|ка Васідбосі? Another brick was 
assigned to the Palaiologan period on the sole grounds thar it 
bore a cruciform stamp." 

Since other names that could not be associated with known 
emperors were preceded by a cross, Dethier attempted to 
identify them with either a patriarch of Constantinople or a 
saint to whom a church, either at or close to Bakirköy, had been 
dedicated. Thus he suggested that a stamp bearing the name 
Өғобфроу had been produced in the brick factories of the 
church of St Theodore in the suburb of Rhegion.* He also held 
that bricks for construction work in Bakırköy had been 
supplied by a church of St John the Baptist (either that built 
within the city by Stoudios, or that founded by Theodosius I in 
the Hebdomon). This conclusion followed from his belief thata 
fragmentary stamp bearing the Greek abbreviation Варі ) 
should be restored as the Latin Bap(tista).* In support of his case 

! Dethier, " Mahkrikay', 166, no. 15°, 168. * Dethier, 'Makrikáy', 162. 

* Dethier, 'Makrikóy', 167, по. ТӨ”, 163. * Dethier, "Makrikoy', 162. 

* Dethier, Макгікбу", 164-5, no. LA’, 168. 

* Dethier, 'Mahrikoy', 167, по. KA", 168. 


for religious brick factories, Dethier adduced stamps from 
Hagia Sophia reading Mey(aAnc)s 'ExkA(nctac)s (‘of the Great 
Church’) and Маші (‘of Mamas’), which he believed to have 
been made in brickyards owned by the Great Church and by the 
church of St Mamas in Eyiip.’ 

Dethier’s precepts were adopted by Sorlin-Dorigny, who 
published in 1876 a short catalogue of brickstamps classified 
into four main groups, the first of which concerned ‘Briques 
impériales’, Sorlin-Dorigny summarized Dethier’s dating 
system for imperial stamps, making only two refinements (if 
they may be so called). He claimed that stamps with indictions 
and the abbreviation Ba ) had superseded imperial monograms 
in the reign of Justinian, bur it is indicative of his lack of rigour 
that the only stamp that he ascribed to Justinian in fact carried a 
monogram.’ Following Dethier in completing the abbreviation 
Pa ) as Босс) or Ва(сїйїсспс), Sorlin-Dorigny restored the 
abbreviated names following о ) as imperial personalities.” 
Since most of the names were abbreviated to two or three letters, 
the restorations were far from certain; and even if the name was 
correctly completed, there was no guarantee that it referred 
to an emperor rather than a private citizen. To Dethier's conclu- 
sions, he added another: the Macedonian emperors had com- 
bined the title BactAéwe with коріос, using the abbreviation 
kuf ) or корі ).!' In fact, the letters Kv( ) ог Kup( ) are themselves 
the abbreviated name." Following Dethier's lead, Sorlin- 
Dorigny recognized a second group of stamps relating to 
the clergy, which carried the utles monachos, presbuteros, 
begoumenos, diakonos, or names that could be ascribed to 
patriarchs. His third group was devoted to dignitaries, and con- 
tained several stamps whose abbreviated inseriptions were often 
ridiculously expanded to allow them to be assigned to indi- 
viduals known from our historical sources. Thus the frag- 
mentary stamp JAPAOA рп a brick found near the Land 
Walls was restored [XJaup(iciow) ЛА(пиєру)о(о) A(eux&v) (‘of 


* Dethier, "Makrikoy, 168. 

* Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, ву: 

* Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 84, no. з, pl. 14 no. т. 
B Sorlin-Dorigny, 'Inscriptions", 84-7. 

" Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 83. 

ы See below p. za with n. 159. 
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Charisios, demarch of the White faction"). Insoluble inscrip- 
tions were assigned to the final, fourth section. In Sorlin- 
Dorigny's opinion, the name on a brickstamp—whether of an 
emperor, cleric, or dignitary—was that of the donor of the 
brick. 

Gedeon, like Sorlin-Dorigny, retained Dethier's views on 
reading the inscriptions. However, he questioned the ascription 
of names without titles to patriarchs or to churches in posses- 
sion of brick factories, suggesting that some such names referred 
to the brickmaker, and others to the church for whose construc- 
tion the bricks were made. Gedeon believed that stamps with 
indictions bore the abbreviated name of an emperor and had 
been donated by the imperial or public treasury. Those without 
indictions were believed to give either the name of the brick- 
maker (when a name alone was given), or the name of a private 
donor (when the stamp bore à name with a title). Mango con- 
curred that only those stamps grving the rank or occupation of 
the individual named referred to a donor.'^ Schneider, on the 
other hand, had claimed that the name of the donor was piven on 
those stamps where the abbreviation о ) was not employed." 

Of the few stamps adduced by Gray, Schneider; and Mango 
to support the theory that the individuals named had donated 
the bricks for the building project, the most plausible candidate 
bears the inscription ПЕТРОҮ АТА EYTOIXIAN, which has 
been interpreted Петро» бзб єбтоуіам, [Brick] of Peter on 
account of [his] wealth’. But the occurrence of the comparable 
inscriptions ШПетроо Әюк(буоо) ЕБботаййо» and Пётрох 
diaxd(vou) AovAnavod" suggests that the correct reading is in 
fact Петро» Gux(kóvov) Ebrotywxv(09), and that the stamp is, 
therefore, a binominal example (a type that will be further 
discussed below)" Gray suggested that the inscription 
Меү(аХлс)в 'ExxA(nciac)s (of the Great Church’) might also 
indicate a donation by the Church,” whereas Dethier had 
earlier interred from such stamps that Hagia Sophia possessed 
its own brick-kilns.? The two suggestions are not mutually 
exclusive, but both are speculative. 

Another theory is that some of the stamps give the name of the 
building in which the bricks were to be used, or the name of the 
builder. Again, numerous speculative readings and hypothetical 
identifications of the individuals named оп the stamps have been 
proposed. Timon, for instance, believed that a stamped brick 
bearing the name Paul, which he discovered in ruins at 
Beylerbeyi, indicated that the building was to be associated with 
a church built by che Apostle of that name.” Near Fatih Camii— 


^ Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 8o, no. 35. 

^ Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", 35. 

З Gedeon, ‘Engraphor’, 381-2. 

* Mango, “Brick Stamps", 25, referring to his types b and с. 

І Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 264. 

" See 1118.1. Gray ('Bnckstamps', $1, рр по. 31), followed by Schneider 
("Ziegelstempel', 268 no. 88) and by Mango ("Brick Stamps’, 25), 

P ріпу, төл. М See p. 18. 

7 Gray, 'Brickstamps', 51. 

? Dethier, ‘Makrikoy', 168, followed by Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 269. 

P тарыта; Timoni, Promenades, 2.215. 


the mosque built close го Constantine's mausoleum and 
Constantius’ church of the Holy Apostles—Dethier discovered 
a brick apparently bearing the letters ПОЛУ. He suggested that 
this should be restored Помо| ймбраом|, since that was the name 
given to the church on account of the imperial tombs there.™ 
Stamps with the formula тўс véac (‘of the new’) (with or with- 
out a following name in the genitive case) were associated by 
Meliopoulos with the Nea church of Basil 1,5 and Mango, 
although not committing himself regarding their precise 
significance, classified such stamps as ‘inscribed with the name 
of a building or a place’** Gedeon ascribed a brick bearing the 
inscription [-]JABA C[-], which had been found not far from 
the supposed site of the Exokionion, to the church of the archi- 
strategos Abbaktas.” Clearly the inscription is incomplete; it 
should in fact be restored Пу(біктійуос) Ja” Pal ) C[-] or 
Гім(біктибмос) Ja” Bac[-]. Both Gedeon and George suggested 
that bricks bearing the inscription Mey(aAnc)s 'ExxA(nctoc)s 
had been produced specifically for the construction of either 
Hagia Sophia or Hagia Eirene (rather than in brickyards owned 
by those churches, as Dethier had suggested), and that stamps 
with the inscription Muy were intended for a church of St 
Mamas or for building work in the region of Constantinople 
that bore that name. Van Millingen asserted that Yedikule was 
the site of Basil I’s church of St Diomedes, owing to the alleged 
discovery there of stamped bricks bearing the name Diomedes 
and a monogram that was believed to refer to the Macedonian 
dynasty.” Although the monogram is indeed imperial, it refers 
in fact to the emperor Maurice, and the bricks therefore belong 
to the late sixth century.” Mamboury, in one of his earliest 
articles mentioning brickstamps, stated his belief that the 
Byzantine remains at Küçükyalı (between Bostanci and 
Maltepe) were part of the monastery at Satyros, built between 
873 and 877 by St Ignatius, son of Michael 1. He adduced in 
support of the identification a brickstamp with the name- 
abbreviation Ea( )." In fact, Mamboury had mistakenly read X 
for Ж, and the correct reading of the mame was, in fact, 
Av€a[(vtiov)]7 

Speculative completions of the enigmatic abbreviation Вере) 
(the discussion of which is better pastponed),” led to the various 
suggestions thar the individuals named after it were emperors 
(Dethier, Sorlin-Dorigny, Gedeon), overseers of construction 


м 1606,12; Mordtmann, Konstantintopel, 17; Sarlin-Dongny, "Inscriptions, 89, 
na. зт. According to Suderopoulos (' Autonomos', 122), Dethier identified the site of 
the church of the martyr Autonomos at Erenköy on the grounds of brickstamps and 
other evidence. (1 have not, however, been able to consult Dethier in The Levant 
Herald, y March 1826.) 

5 rp4r3.ra, r416.12, Meliopoulos, '"Panteichion', 456. 

= Mango, ‘Brick Stamps’, 24, 26. On the interpretation of this forroula, see below 
P- 24. 

2 1619.ta, Gedeon, "Engraphoi', 382. 

++ Gedeon, "Engraphoi', 382; George, ‘St. Eirene’, $9. 

15 312.12, Van Millingen, Walls, 265. Curtis, Broken Bits, й, no. So, puts the 
findspot near Silieri Карі. М See pp. 47-8. 

" 136.12, Mamboury, "Мага"; 328-3. 

9 Seealso р. 41 with n. 256. 

* For discussion, see pp. 21—3. 





то PART I: INDUSTRY 


work (Schneider), imperial officials (Mango), or the makers 
of the bricks (Mamboury). This last view, although never 
idequately argued, has been generally welcomed, ^ and most 
'ecently Hill stated that 'they must be the names of officials in, 
or owners of, brickyards’, on the grounds that large numbers of 
wicks stamped with the same name had been laid together in a 
ingle architectural context at St Polyeuktos. This evidence, 
while suggesting that bricks stamped with the same name 
sriginated from the same place, does not indicate the status of 
he individual named, whether а brickmaker, the owner of the 
rickyard, an official init, or the owner of the land on which the 
wickyard (or possibly several brickyards) was located. Itis clear 
hat, from the names alone, no firm conclusions can be drawn 
ibout the purpose of the brickstamps. 

Martiny looked beyond the names fora clue to the function of 
he stamps. He suggested that the indiction date used on many 
wickstamps might indicate that the practice of stamping was 
onnected with taxation,” He did not explore the possibility 
urther, and the suggestion was later questioned by Mango," 
vho wondered why only a proportion of bricks bear stamps, 
ince presumably all brick-kilns would have been liable to the 
ax concerned. Such speculation is not very helpful without a 
pecific idea of the nature of the tax and its context in a model of 
he organization of the brickmaking industry. 

In an attempt to understand the meaning and purpose of 
Zonstantinopolitan brickstamps, we may examine three types 
if evidence, First, there is the literary (mainly legal) evidence we 
055255 concerning the provision of building materials in the 
ater Roman Empire. Second, there are some shreds of evidence 
wearing specifically on brick and tile production in Rome in the 
vate Empire. And third, we have brickstamps of the fourth to 
ixth centuries from Rome, which may help in the interpretation 
f the contemporary examples from Constantinople. 


2, PROVISION OF BUILDING MATERIALS 
IN THE LATER ROMAN EMPIRE 


n the Later Roman Empire, the provision of building materials 
эг public works was intimately connected with the system of 
ахапоп. The collection and administration of revenues in the 
eriod was organized by three departments: the res privata, 
rhich managed the imperial estates; the comitiva sacrarum 
rrgitionam, which controlled the mints, mines, and state arms 
ictories; and the praetorian prefecture, which was responsible 
М Mango called it, "а very sensible opinion, hut unfortunately unsupported by 
iy evidence’ ("Brick Stamps’, 25). Talbot Rice wrote, ‘it is more or less generally 
treed that the name is probably that of a contractor or factory’ (GP II, 105). 
arimtekin commented, ‘itis to-day an acknowledged fact that such inscriptions on 
yrantine stamped bricks refer vo the workshop’ ("Beylerbey', 27). Орлепота- 
[arinova writes of ‘esrampilles portant le nom de l'atelier de fahriestion' ('Briques', 


ag}. 

= Hill,'Brickstamps', 224. 

V GPI, 28. 

Y Mango, ‘Brick Stamps’, 26. 


for the calculation of the land-tax, called the mdictio (indi- 
ction)2* The indiction raised corn for the capitals and certain 
other cities, met the costs of shipping it (a duty performed by the 
панкієтої), supplied the food and transport, either in kind or in 
cash, for the army, the civil service, and related departments of 
state, and raised fodder for the cavalry units. It also provided 
labour and materials for certain public works: roads, bridges, 
post stations; and granaries/" In the provinces, other public 
works were the care of the city councils, but in the capital cities 
of Rome and Constantinople, these other projects were the 
responsibility of the city prefects, who ranked immediately 
below the praetorian рге есів,% 

During the first and second centuries AD, the state had 
normally made compulsory purchases (indictiones) of whatever 
commodities it required, usually at a fair price. However, under 
the Severan emperors, soldiers and officials had been regularly 
allowed to help themselves to the goods and services of pro- 
vincials, and the price they had paid had often been inadequate. 
Diocletian (284-305) attempted to impose order on these 
arbitrary practices by making the requistion a regular annual 
event, the indictio. A less frequent indiction would not have 
been practical owing to the perishable nature of some of the 
goods levied, limits on storage space, and limits on the tax- 
payer's ability to provide. The praetorian prefecture was there- 
fore required to estimate the total needs of the state each year. 

By Diocletian’s reign, the Roman currency had collapsed, 
since previous emperors had failed to ensure that each province 
was contributing its maximum to the state, and had resorted to 
debasing the currency." Until this point, taxpayers’ wealth had 
been assessed in money, but owing to inflated values this must 
have become difficult. Worried about error in apportioning tax 
liabilities, Diocletian also introduced the індмт and caput— 
abstract units for the measurement of wealth. 

Each province possessed its own schedule (formula census), 
which employed the units of measure familiar there. This 
schedule gave the value in mga of equal areas of various types of 
land put to various types of use." Owners of large amounts of 
land were required to make a detailed declaration (professio) of 
their land and its features. From a passage of the jurist Ulpian 
that is repeated in the Digest of Justinian, we gain a clear impres- 
sion of the detail of professiones." The information collected 
included the number of iugera of land used for crops, for vines, 

Я Jones, LRE, ari ff. 

" Construction and repair of roads and bridges: CTI 25.3.5 (412), 15.3.6 (423) 
both directed to the practorian prefect. Construction and repair of post-stacions and 
grananes: CIC, CJ 12,263 (364). 

* Jones, LRE, 448-9, 689-90. Honoratus became Consrantinople's fire city 
prefect on 11 December 349 (Dagron, Maissance, 115-17), and henceforth the city 
stood outside the system of provincial government. The laws concerning public 
works in the capitals in СТА 15.1, 15. у and CIC, CJ 8.11 are generally addressed to 
the city prefects (Jones, ДАЕ, 369 п. t4). 

a С ит, Colonate, 20. 

“г ів likely, but not cerain, that the сара: was introduced by Diocletian 
(Golfart, Colanate, 47, 48 п, 22.) 


чу Сой агт, Celanate, 33-34. 
“ CIC, Digest go.15.4. 
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for olive trees, for making hay, for pasture, and for timber, 
also the number of slaves, their nationality, age, function and 
skills, details of colonz, and of lakes with fish and harbours. Of 
particular interest is the knowledge that professiones included 
details of naturally occurring deposits such as salt-pans. А 
schedule, unfortunately of uncertain date and provenance, in 
the Geometrica of Hero of Alexandria also demonstrates the 
thoroughness of the surveys made for the purposes of rax 
declaration: it encompasses black earth, red earth, hard earth, 
sandy earth, earth containing saltpetre, and so on." 

The name of the landowner, his professio, and his assessment 
іп iuga and capita were entered in the register, and the entry was 
called a caput or "heading'.'^ The praetorian prefecture, which 
had calculated the state's toral annual requirements, had its 
accountants (serinzani) calculate; for each commodity, the pro- 
portion of the total amount that was required from each 
province or city. There was a specific department (scrinium) of 
the praetorian prefecture devoted to raising taxes tor public 
works in the Oriental, African, and Ilyrican prefectures." The 
local government would calculate the proportion of each 
commodity that any individual was liable to provide per iugum 
declared. On the basis of his liability (capitatio), the landowner 
should have paid the tax. 

The budget drawn up by the practorian prefecture would 
regularly fail to account for certain needs, and arbitrary 
exactions on a prefecture, diocese, or province were therefore 
necessary in addition. These requistions of payments or services 
in addition to the fixed annual canon of the іпфісціап were 
superindicta, otherwise called munera extraordinaria or munera 
sordida (liturgies). Privileged persons, such as senators, were 
often granted immunity from these supplementary taxes, being 
liable only for the fixed indiction.” A law of 361, for instance, 
states that senators should resist any attempts by provincial 
governors to have them contribute towards superindictions for 
the construction of public works, and reassures them that they 
have imperial support.” When laws were passed withdrawing 
immunity from superindictions, in the West by Gratian in 382,2 
and in the East by Theodosius I in здо, the privileged few were 
still granted exemptions from certain kinds of superindicted 
munera. Amongst the munera that these two laws define are: the 
furnishing of artisans of any sort, the burning of lime, the supply 
of wood and boards, the charcoal tax (illatio carbonis) (except if 

* Hero of Alexandria, Geometrica, ed. Heiberg, 414. 

“ Goffart, Colanate, 5 у-бо. 

€ Lydus, De Magistratibus, 3.5 (Oriental Prefecrure). C/C, CJ 1.37.1.36 (African 
Prefecture), Notitia Dignitatum Or. 3.36, CIC, CJ 12.45.12 (Шутісап Prefecture). 
Jones, LRE, 371 n. 14, 549. 

е Goffart, Colonate, 34 with n. 8. 

" On the equivalence of the first rwo terms, see Jones, LAE, 451-2 with n. too, 
On the equivalence of the second two terms, see Golfart, Colonate, 136-7 n. 3 pace 
Jones, LRE, 555-4. See also Jones, ERE, 462 with n. 125,839 with п. 38. 

= Jones, CRE, 466 with п. 133, 5355. 

H CTh 15.2.7 (361), on which see Janvier, Legislation, 176, also СТР 13.1.3 (338), 
which mentions similar exemptions from the construction of public works. 


© СТЬ 146.15 (382). 
© CTh 11.16.18 (392). 


required for the mints and arms factories), the construction and 
repair of public and sacred buildings, the provision of lodgings 
for state guests, and the care of roads and bridges. 

In 387, 412, and 423, laws were passed preventing road build- 
ing and repair being charged as munera sordida, ensuring that 
the costs were met through the regular indiction so that no one 
was exempted from contribution in proportion to his tax assess- 
ment in iuga and capita. The third of these laws specifies that 
even ecclesiastical and imperial properties were liable to these 
charges. On occasion it was even decreed rhat an entire 
superindiction should be considered as part of the regular indic- 
tion, and that therefore the levy should fall on everybody with- 
out exception. Laws concerning the restoration of ports, 
aqueducts and fortifcations in the late fourth and early fifth 
centuries stress that there should be no persons exempted from 
contributing materials and transportation in proportion to their 
assessment. 


Emperors Gratian, Valentinian, and Theodosius Augusti to Cynepins, 
Praetorian Prefect. (Constantinople, 18 January 384.) 

All men shall contribute their work and shall zealously urge forward 
the restoration of the Port and the aqueduct, and no person shall be 
exempted from such common dury by any privileges of rank. 


Emperors Arcadius and Honorius Augusti to Caesarius, Praetorian 
Prefect, (24 March 396.) 

All governors of provinces shall be admonished by letter that they must 
know that the municipal senates and inhabitants of each city shall build 
new walls or make the old walls stronger, and the expense thereof shall, 
of course, be arranged in such a way that the tax assessment shall be 
apportioned according to the ability of each man. An estimate shall be 
made of the cost of the future work, and in accordance therewith the 
land of the citizens shall be assessed, so that no more or less than neces- 
sity requires shall be demanded, lest the urgent completion of such 
work should be hindered. A definite sum must be assessed against each 
taxable unit of land (igum) so that the burden of defraying the expense 
may be imposed equally on all. 


Emperors Honorius and Theodosius Augusti to Herculius, Praetorian 
Prefect of Hlyricum. (Constantinople, 9 April 412; 407; 408.) 

All persons, regardless of their privileges, shall be compelled to aid in 
the construction of walls and in the purchase and transportation of 
supplies, so that in these instances, at least, all shall be forced to perform 
these compulsory services (mnt) in proportion to their landholdings 
(possessiones) and land tax units (igationes) Since the burden thus 
extends from the highest to the lowest, there will be provided by the 
common labour not a slight relief for bearing the burden, but a benefit 


H This interpretation of these laws relies on the assumption that munera 
sordida = superindicta, rather than that the former was a particular type of the latter. 
СТЬ 15.3.3 (387), 153-5 (411, bearing on Bithynis), 153.6 (423, bearing on all 
provinces), 

© СТЬ 11.1.6 (354, 346), 11.5.2 (416). 

"СТЬ 15.1.23 (384) (port and aqueduct at Constantinople), 34 (396) (provincial 
fortifications), 49 (412) (fortifications of Illyricum), Now Val, iii. 5.9.3 (442) (forufi- 
cations of Rome). Translations: Pharr. 

У Note how the real land (possestio) is distinguished from the assessment in тра, 
demonstrating thar the ingum was not an area of cultivable land whose area we may 
attempt ro compute, See Goffart, Calonate, 31, 127 n. у. 
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for the general welfare. Your Sublimity shall recognize that Our 
Clemency has decreed these regulations for the regions of Illyricum 
only. 


Emperor Valentinian Augustus (Kome, 3 March 440.) 

[The city prefect's] regulation shall also restore the parts that have been 
shattered in the walls, towers and gates, so thar absolutely no person 
shall be exempted from the repair of the walls and of all the structures 
that have been mentioned above. 


It would appear from such laws that the requirements for public 
works, whether met through the regular indiction or through 
superindictions, and whether metin kind or in money, generally 
fell upon all taxpayers in proportion to their caprtatio/ingatio 
assessment. 

The law codes preserve valuable references to the requistion- 
ing of specific building materials. Lime for Rome was levied 
Írom the provinces of Tuscany and Campania, and a law of 365 
suspended the annual indiction of lime from Tuscany and 
limited the total yearly exaction to 3,000 loads. The same law 
ordered that each of the lime-burners (calcis coctores) and carters 
lvectuarii or vectores) should be paid one solidus per wagon 
load, of which one-quarter would be paid by the arca vinaria 
(the state treasury for money raised from the sale of exacted 
wine)and the remainder by the landowner obliged to supply the 
limes? A law of 440 mentions caespites calcarii, caespites 
arenenses and caespites vectuarit—estates designated to supply 
Rome’s lime, sand, and transport." In the case of this particular 
decree, it seems that the estate owners had been paying their 
taxes in monetary form, and that the law was intended to ensure 
that they returned to meeting requiremenrs in kind, as had once 
been usual. 

Other materials extracted from the earth—such as gold, 
copper, and iron for use in the mints and arms factories—were 
levied in the same way. The owners of ore-bearing estates with 
mines could apply for permission to pay a proportion of their 
taxes in copper, gold, or iron, so that they became subject to the 
:orresponding copper tax (aeraria praestatio), gold tax (asraria 
braestatio), or iron tax (feraria praestatio), and would con- 
sequently be granted relief (relevatio) from certain other contri- 
butions to the annual indiction.” Inthe Orienral Prefecrure, the 
state arms factories (fabricae) were administered by the тәпи 
armorum of the Praetorian Prefecture, and levies were imposed 
эп estates to obtain the requisite iron, horn, and other necessary 
materials." A particular law concerning the requisition of iron 


% See Jones, LRE, 704, 708-9. CTA 14.6.1 (159), 14.6.2 (364), 4463 (365). 

^ Now Val 5.5.4 (440). 

€ СТЬ 11,20.6 (430), 11,1,23 (393). Jones, LAE, 435, plausibly suggests that these 
захеѕ were paid by metalliferous estates. Edmondson, ‘Mining’, 98 writes that "а 
^egulation of 424 states that with government permission a landowner could рау his 
axes not in coin or kind, but commuted into metal (gold, copper or iron)". This, 
sowever, із а description of the law of 430 tà which he has earlier referred. The law 
з 424 (СТ 11.21.3), as Jones, LRE, 838—9, explains, refers to "а contribution of 
sopper (eonlatio aeris), which might be commuted for gold at a rate of one solidus 
ior 25 Ib". 

м Lydus, De Magistratibus, 3.5. Jones, ДАЕ, 369 n. 8, 449,835. 


states that tlie material itself, rather than money, should be 
levied since provision in kind risked less theft. When the 
regular indiction did not meet the needs of the mints and arms 
factories for charcoal, all taxpayers were liable to contribute to 
the superindiction demanded by the state. 

It appears that the detail of the entries in the census was such 
that deposits of salt, metal ores, sand, and limestone, were care- 
fully recorded. Those estates where the substances occurred in 
amounts making exploitation worthwhile might be designated 
to supply them—hence the caespites calcarii and caespites 
arenenses in Rome. We may imagine thar clay deposits were also 
included in the schedules, and that the lands with access to clay 
of an acceptable quality were designated to supply bricks and 
tiles. The state's total annual requistion of sand, lime, bricks, and 
tiles would have been apportioned, on the basis of the number of 
інра declared, to those whose lands possessed exploitable 
deposits. 

The laws we have examined concentrate on public works 
funded through taxation, but they also provide a little informa- 
tion on how the materials for a private building project were 
obtained. Although the state had first claim on the limestone and 
sand quarried on the estates that had been designated to supply 
those materials, any exeess could legally be sold privately.“ 
Similarly, it is clear that the owners of ore-bearing estates 
who had applied to pay the copper, gold, or iron tax to the 
state were also making profits from their mines, since a fifth of 
those profits was claimed by the state, to be divided equally 
between the praetorian prefecture and the comitiva sacrarum 
largitionum. If, as was suggested above, the owners of some 
clay-bearing estates were abliged to provide a quota of bricks 
and tiles to the state each year, we may imagine that they were 
permitted to sell any surplus commercially.” 

A private individual wishing to arrange for the construction 
of a building on his land would һауе approached a builder and 
have drawn up a form of contract called locatio conductio. In 
such an agreement, the building contractor (conductor) agreed 
to improve the landowner's (locator's) property in return for an 
agreed sum. Such a contract would stipulate which materials 
were to be purchased by the contractor and which by the 
locator. The conductor would perhaps have purchased the more 
common materials, such as bricks and rubble, and the employer 
may have arranged for the provision of rarer elements, such as 
precious marbles.” 


= CTb 10.222 (388). 

З In 382, the burning of charcoal for the mintsand arms factories was specifically 
excluded from the list of those manera sordida (superindictions) from which certain 
high-ranking individuals were exempted. This superindiction was therefore a 
burden on all landowners. See СТВ 11.16.15 (382), 11.16.18 (392); Jones, LAE, 435, 

ga. 
СТЬ 14.6.4 (382). 

е СТЬ 1120.6 (430). 

t Clay is, in fact, often discussed together wath limestone, sand, and stone in legal 
texts; CIC, Digest 7.1.9.2, 7.1.13.5, 8.3.5-6 and Helen, Organization, 45. 

#2 See Martin, Гит, 29740. 
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3. BRICK PRODUCTION IN ROME IN THE 
FIFTH AND SIXTH CENTURIES 


а. The literary evidence 


There is a small amount of literary evidence concerning the pro- 
vision of roof-tiles in sixth-century Rome. Cassiodorus pre- 
serves the following letter of King Theodoric (written around 
507-12) to one Sabinianus:“ 


Dudum siquidem propter Romanae moenia civitatis, нт studium nobis 
semper impendere infatigabilis ambitus erit, portum. Lioni deputatis 
reditibus reparari ишо nostra constituit, ut. XXV millia tegilarum 
аппиа illatione praestaret: simnl etiam portubus iunctis, qui ad illa loca 
antiquitus pertinebant, qui nunc diversorum usurpatione suggeruntur 
invasi, Cuncta ergo ad statutam praestationem facies sine dilatione 
revocari: quia licet nostra inssa pro sua reverentia im nullo violanda sunt, 
ea tamen custodiri volumus maxime, quae urbis faciem videntur ornare. 
Now, some time ago, for the sake of Rome's public monuments, to 
which it will be my unwearying aim ever to devote attention, I decreed 
that the depot of Licinius should be repaired from the revenues 
assigned, in order that 25,000 roof-tiles may be supplied as an annual 
levy. This should also apply to the associated depots which once 
belonged to that place, and which, itis reported, haye now been illicitly 
taken over by various persons. Therefore, without delay, you are to 
have everything returned to supplying rhe statutory quantity; for, 
although, out of reverence for them, my commands should be violated 
in по matter, 1 especially want those which beautify the city to be 
observed, x 


The portus Licini and associated depots had fallen into dis- 
repair, and had been taken over by unauthorized persons. These 
depots were, in all likelihood, located on the Tiber; in the past, 
bricks from the various brick-producing estates that they had 
served had been gathered there before being shipped to Rome.” 
That they were in a state of disrepair is unsurprising given that 
little building or reconstruction had taken place in Rome in the 
preceding years." Theodoric orders Sabinianus to have the 
depots repaired, and to arrange for the production of 25,566 tiles 
annua illatione. 

The meaning of dario is crucial for the interpretation of this 
passage." The term is associated with the annual land-tax, and 
concerns payments to the state and state revenues. Thus the 
Praetorian Prefect Liberius could be praised far administering 
the tax collection with such integrity that, although the tax 
burdens (tributa) were not increased, the revenues (1llationes) 
were.” The term ано was also applied to each of the four- 


| Cassiodorus, Varias, 1.15; trans. Вагтизһ, 18 (adapted). On moenia meaning 
‘public monuments” in Late Antiquity, see Janvier, Legislation, 72-3 and Ward- 
Perkins, Public Building, 46 n. 39. On Sabinianus, see PERE, ії, sv. Sabinianus 6. 

See Bloch, "Ziegelstempel", 200-1; Steinby, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 0511-12; DeLaine, 
Caracalla, go-1. 

P See Ward-Perkins, Public Building, 4—8. 

п Barnish does not translate Шапопе, 

" CTA 2.16, Sensinmmus anctas illationes, vos addita tributa nescitis ('I realized that 
the revenues were increased; you knew nothing of extra taxes"). 


monthly instalments in which landowners paid the tripartite 
indiction (trina Шана). For example, in an exhortation то 
landowners to pay their dues in the indiction of 37/8, the 
emperor wrote to the praetorian prefect: 


I order you to advise the landowner (possessorem) in your province, 
for the first indiction, that he must loyally pay his tax money (assem 
tributarium), keeping to the three instalments (trina illatione) . . , 
Furthermore, you are to send my secretariat (scrinia), in regular form, 
an accurate four-monthly record of the expenses of collection, so 
that truth may shine out from the public accounts, with all error and 
obscurity wiped away." 


Theodoric’s letter to Sabinianus shows that in sixth-century 
Rome the quantities of tiles required for the upkeep of varigus 
public monuments (moenia civitatis) were exacted as an annual 
levy (annua illatione). ‘This, incidentally, finds a parallel in the 
state levy of carbon (illatio carbonis) mentioned in the Codex 
Theodosianus." Since Theodoric orders Sabinianus to have 
‘everything returned to supplying the statutory quantity,’ it 
seems that the annual tile levy was not a new one; rather, it had 
not been exacted for some time, and Theodoric was reins urunng 
1t. 

From the letter we may deduce that Theodoric intended 
Sabinianus to eject the unauthorized users from the depots, 
which could then be used to store the tiles that were to be levied 
annually from landowners. Unfortunately the text gives no idea 
of the number of landowners on whom the levy fell, or of the 
location of their estates.” Those tiles produced in excess of the 
annual levy would presumably have been sold for personal 
proht by the landowner, or have been put towards meeting the 
next year's levy.” 

Another letter, from Theodoric to the senators Ampelrus, 
Despotius, and Theodulus, seems to provide further evidence 
that the state's requirement for bricks and tiles was met in kind 
by taxpayers: 


Decet nostri temporis disciplinam, ut, qui publicis utilitatibus serviunt, 
superfluis oneribus non graventur. nec dignum est, ut сшиздият laedat 
invidia mostri: motibus ordinata. quapropter figulinis regia vobis 
anctoritate concessis operam navanter impendite, nec vereamini ad altas 


P Cassiodorus, Varie, 12.16 (trans. Barnish 172-3). Compare similar exhorta- 
tions in Varier 11.7 (trans. Hodgkin 488-9) and 12.2. Note also, for example, the 
references to various instalments at Variae 11.15 (de prima Шацоте), 11.35 and 11.36 
(ex illatione berita. 

мо CTh 11.16.08 (1390). 

^ In his commentary on Cassidorus, Varise 18, Barnish suggests, far less 
plausibly in my opinion, thar the provision of the tiles may have been a tax on the 
unatithorized users of the depot, 

"^ 35,000 tiles represents less than the total output of a single, medium-sized kiln 
during the briekmaking season (mid-April то mid-September). Following the 
approximate calculations of DeLaine, Caracalla, 117-18, we may suggest that а kiln 
with a firing capacity of around б пі" of clay would have held about 5,000 tiles 
measuring about o49 x 2466 woog m. Thus the tiles made in five firings would have 
met the state's requistion. It should be borne in mind however, that the production 
of tiles would have required considerably more work than the production of the 
same number of bricks. 

F Cassiodorus, Variae, 2.23 (nottranslated by Barnish, buta summary appears in 
Hodgkin, 183). : 
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vos actiones posse traduc, a quibus imiuncta praesentia vix credimus 
explicari. cessabit ergo circa vos improborum nefanda praesumptio et 
abscuris dolis effectum nostra tollit auctoritas. іп cassum enim odit, cui se 
clementia principalis obiecerit. 

It accords with the practices of our times that those who serve the 
public interest should not be weighed down with excessive burdens. 
Nor ts it fitting that anyone's formal jealousy should do harm to Our 
activities, On account of this, work diligently in the brickyards con- 
ceded to you by imperial authority; nor be afraid that you can be 
subjected to legal actions brought by others (from which we can hardly 
believe the present injunctions can be separated). Therefore the 
wicked presumption of evil men towards you will cease, and Our 
authority will relieve the effect of dirty tricks. For he who has been 
shown imperial clemency has no reason to hate. 


To begin, the emperor makes two general points: first, that it is 
the custom (temporis disciplinam) that public servants (qui 
publics utilitatibus serviunt) should not be forced to perform 
further public duties (superfluis oneribus) and second, that 
imperial instigations (nostris motibus) cannot be allowed to be 
undermined by wicked individuals (improborum) who are 
envious of the benefits derived from performing public duties. 

The context is clearly one of taxation. The phrase ‘those 
who serve the public welfare’ refers to individuals who are meet- 
ing an obligation to the state, as can be demonstrated from 
numerous passages in the legal codes.” For instance, it is the 
»ublic welfare that demands the services of the decurion;? lest 
che public welfare be impaired, decurions are not exempted 
rom lowly duties and extraordinary burdens; those who 
1arbour decurions who аге shirking their public duties will lose 
heir status and property for ignoring the public welfare;* 
lecurions neglecting their public duties must designate a substi- 
ute who is capable of serving the public welfare.” The postal 
system, a public service, serves the public welfare." Shipping is a 
sublic duty not to be evaded, for all men must serve the public 
меШаге; all ships of a capacity above 2,000 measures are at 
xublic disposal, and appeals are contrary to public welfare." 
Chere is no right of appeal in cases of debt to the fisc, since that 
vould be contrary to public welfare.” From these examples it 
yecomes clear that, to а large degree, the public welfare was 
ealized through efficient taxation, and that those who dutifully 
verformed their obligations to the state were serving the public 
velfare. 

The two principles that the emperor has explained аге then 
pplied to a specific case, which concerns the three senators 
o whom the letter is addressed. These senators are clearly 
xamples of men serving the public welfare, and we learn that a 
oncession had been granted to them to exploit imperial figlinae 

™ "The Latin of the relative clause is problemancal. The sense seems to be that, in 
"heodoric's opinion, the present laws have a positive bearing on the senators’ 
redicament. 

™ Cp. Berger, Raman Law, 746. 

© CTh 12.1. 109 (385). 

© CTh 12.1.56 (371). 


м СТЬ 8.5.7 (358). 
* NovTh 8 (439). 


" СТР 12.6.31 (412). 
ü CTh 12.1.91 (321). 
" СТЬ 13.7.2 (доб). 

ғ СТЬ 11.56.12 (354). 


(clay-pits). By the reign of Caracalla (211-17), nearly all of the 
Jiglinae had become the property of the emperor.* In the sixth 
century, some were privately owned, some were perhaps in the 
hands of the church, but clearly most were still in imperial 
possession, and their exploitation could be delegated to select 
groups of wealthy individuals such аз Ampelius, Despotius, and 
Theodolus. The senators would have paid contractors who 
in turn would have hired brickmakers to work in the imperial 
figlinae, moulding and firing the clay. Theodoric describes the 
senators as performing a public service, and we must therefore 
assume that the state exacted from them a certain number of 
bricks or tiles each year. These concessions caused other, jealous 
individuals (invidia, improborum) to attempt legal action 
(actiones). This suggests that the concessions were particularly 
valuable both financially and in terms of prestige. It may be that 
the annual production of each of the figlinae far exceeded the 
annual levy, and that the senators profited greatly from selling 
the surplus. Furthermore, it seems that in return for the service 
the senators were exempted from other public burdens. 

These two passages from Cassiodorus suggest that in sixth- 
century Rome the state imposed on particular landowners a levy 
of а certain number of bricks and tiles per annum, and that 
supplying them was considered a public duty. This is as we 
might have expected, having studied the supply of other 
materials for public works, the mints, and the arms factories in 
the fourth and fifth centuries. The second passage also indicates 
that brick production was a highly hicrative occupation, and 
thereby alludes to the large-scale commercial activities of those 
who owned or had been granted access to clay-bearing lands. 


Б. The brickstamp evidence™ 


Some bricks from fifth-century Rome were, surprisingly, 
stamped with the name of the Eastern Emperor Arcadius: 
D(omino) n(ostro) Arcadio Aug(usto). Bricks so stamped were 
apparently produced in imperially owned figlinae." Many of 
the imperial figlinae had once been in private ownership, and in 
this period we have bricks stamped Of(ficina) Domitiana, 
Of(icina) Fauriana, or Officina) Marciana, which refer to the 
former figlinae Domitianae, Faurianae, and Marcianae.” There 
is, however, evidence that some figlinae were still in private 
ownership in the fifth century: we possess stamps reading ex 
Кішіті) Donati(ani?) and ex Donatiani, which refer to the clay- 


P. Steinby, "Ziegelstempel', түт; Steinby, L'industria larerizia’, 13-9. 

" Steinby, "L'industria laterizia', 157-9. 

™ References for Roman brickstargps are given to CIL, xv and Bloch, ‘Supple- 
ment". For references to further supplementary material, the reader should consult 
Bloch, 'Indices' and Steinby, fridici. On the Late Antique brickstimps of Rame, see 
Steanby, L'industria laterizia' and Steinby, ‘Figlinae tardoantiche". 

т CIL, xv. 16боа, Steinby, 'L'industria laterizia', 114. 

™ Bloch, ‘Supplement’, боз var, CIL, ку. 1621, 1619. Steinby, ‘L'industria 
laterizia', 127 series 27. For the difficulty daring Steinby's series уг (mentioning 
ufficinae of Benertus, Bonifatius, Exxuperantius, Fortunatus, and Geminianus) and 
32 (with officinae of Benignus and Florus), which may belong tà the fourth or Бї 
century, see Steinby, ' L'industria laterizia', 129-30, 144-4. 


THÉ PURPOSE OF BRICKSTAMPS I$ 


pits of one Donatianus, and which are probably то be dated to 
the second quarter of that century. 

Other stamps bear just the name of an individual. 
Occasionally the persons named are known to have been of high 
status, so we can be sure that they were the owners of figlinae. 
We possess, for instance, stamps mentioning Quintus Clodius 
Hermogenianus Olybrius, consul of 379, who died between 384 
and 395," and Quintus Anicius Hermogenianus Olybrius, 
consul of 395, who is named with his wife, Anicia Juliana.” 
Stamps naming individuals who cannot be identified with cer- 
tainty, however, cannot be interpreted clearly. Symmachus, for 
instance, might have entered into a contract to organize brick- 
making, but equally he might have possessed figlinae of his 
own." The same can be said of bricks stamped with а monogram 
that is apparently ta be resolved Volusi or Volusiani." 

A number of Roman stamps can be placed firmly in the early 
sixth century, since they bear the name of the Ostrogothic 
King Theodoric or Athalaric.™ The formulae d(omzno) n(ostro) 
rege Theodorico/Athalarico or reg(nante) d(omino) n(ostro) 
Theodorico/Athalarico give an indication of the date at which 
the bricks were manufactured, but do пог allow us to infer with 
certainty that the bricks so stamped were made in imperially 
owned figlinae rather than in private ones. Some bricks bearing 
a stamp of Theodoric also carry a stamp with the formula de or 
ex officina Iusti (CIL, xv. 1664, 1668). It is possible, therefore, 
that the bricks were made on land belonging to Iustus, and 
that the stamp of Theodoric was applied to the brick simply 
to indicate the date of manufacture. Akernatively, however, 
Iustus may have been an officinator operating on imperial 
property, which might better explain the presence of the 
imperial stamp. This second interpretation may find support in 
Theodoric's letter to the senators Ampelius, Despotius, and 
Theodulus, which was discussed above. The text shows that 
іп sixth-century Rome, the use of imperial figlinae might be 
conceded to wealthy individuals, who were obliged to hand 
over in return a quota of bricks and tiles to the state each year. 

Stamps similar to those of Iustus carry inscriptions ex officina 
Boniti (CIL, xv. 1682) and [d]e officina ['M]etelli (CIL, xv. 1703). 
Probably of the same period are stamps reading de oficina 
Abundanti (CIL, xv. 1676) and Laurenti oficinatoris (CIL, xv. 
1697), on which the inscriptions are arranged in the four 
quarters of a large cross. Bonitus, Metellus, Abundantius, 


т. Bloch, ‘Supplement’, 612, CIL, xv. 1686. Stinby, 'L'industria laterizia', 132 
classifies these stamps as referring to private landowners. Stamps with ex {т Їйї) 
Gandeni (CIL, xv. 1691) and Gandents(us) (CIL, хм. 1692a-b), which are similarly 
classified, may be contemporary: Stemby, L'industria laterizza', 132, 134. 

H Bloch, ‘Supplement’, 354 corr. (2 N. 1754/41). 

a CIL, xv. 1705. Sceinby, 'L'induszria laterizia', 133. 

= CIL, xv. 1713—14. Steinhy, 'L'industria laterizia', 116, 133, 13). They might 
refer to any individual of the fifth or sixth cenruries from that prominent family, or 
етеп to the Pape af 498-514. 

V CIL, xi. 6689, 267. Steinhy, ‘L'industria laterizia’, 135. 

м See Bloch, "Ziegelstempel Steinby, L'industria laterizia', 114, 115; Righin, 
"Felix Roma’, 177-8. Theodoric: CIL, xv. 1665-70 with Bloch, ‘Supplement’, 606-7. 
Achalaric: CIL, xv. 1672; 1673 with Bloch, ‘Supplement’, боб; 1674; 1675. 


and Laurens may, like Iustus, have been operating either on 
imperial lands or on their own property. 

It is possible that some of the sixth-century Roman stamps 
are ro be connected with annual levies of bricks made by the 
state, as alluded to in the two texts preserved in Cassiodorus. In 
particular, we may note the formula Urbis Romae (CIL, xv. 
1540), which occurs without any name on bricks of Theodoric's 
reign. This seems to be an indication that the bricks so marked 
were manufactured for the state, rather than for commercial 
purposes. 

Onsome stamps naming Theodoric or Athalaric, the formula 
bono Rome or bono Romae occurs.” Dressel rightly remarked 
that Ромо Romae could be taken either with regnante 
Theodorico/Atbalarico, meaning "When Theodoric/Athalaric 
was reigning for the good of Rome’, or independently, meaning, 
'[this brick was made] for the good of Rome during the reign of 
Theodorte/Athalaric’ The first choice finds some support 
from an inscription found near Terracina, which refers to 
Theodoric as bono r(ei) p(mblicae) nates. But the second 
choice is preferable, since we possess bricks stamped with only 
the words bono Romae, which suggests that the formula should 
be taken to describe the bricks themselves." The formula 
clearly refers to Theodoric's plan to restore Rome to its former 
вЇогу. 9 Although it would not have been out of place on bricks 
manufactured for profit, its meaning would have been enhanced 
if the manufacturer had produced the bricks for the state rather 
than for his own benefit. Bono Romae may, therefore, be an 
allusion to the maintenance of the public welfare in Rome 
through the performance of public duties. 

Three of the stamps naming Theodoric or Athalaric and bear- 
ing the formula bona Romae or felix Roma also carry an indic- 
tion date. Exactly why bricks should have been stamped with 
the date of their manufacture is uncertain, and the problem has 
caused much discussion in the context of earlier Roman bricks, 
which were given consular dates with varying degrees of 
frequency between 123 and 164.5 The presence of an indiction 
daté on the sixth-century stamps is perhaps to be explained by 
the fact that the unnamed officinator had contracted to work for 
a number of years in the figlinae concerned, and needed to 
demonstrate that his hired workmen had produced the neces- 
sary quota of bricks in each year of the contract. Another possi- 
bility, bearing in mind that the indiction dating system had 
originated in the context of taxation, is that the dated bricks, or 
a proportion of them, were produced to meet the state’s annual 
levy. 

т See Bloch, "Ziegelstempel', 198, по. т and Steinby, L'industria laters’, 114, 
115. Theodori: CIL, xv. 1664; 1665 with Bloch, 'Supplement', боб; 1665; 1667. 
Athalaric- 1673 with Bloch, ‘Supplement’, 608; 1674. 

5 Commentary to CIL, xv. 1664, 

ш TLS,1(thg2), no. 827. 

СІ, xv. 1541. 

= Bloch, 'Ziegelsiempel', 221—3. 

вн Theodoric: CIL, ху. 1667 (1 September 525-32 August 526). Athalaric: 1674, 


1675 (both т September 526-31 August 527). Sec Bloch, "Ziegelstempel', 136-7. 
Ча Steinby, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 1523-4. 
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Also belonging to the reign of Theodoric are rectangular 
and circular stamps with a chi-rho monogram and the inscrip- 
поп Claudiana (CIL, xv. 1563). These refer to the officina 
Claudiana, which was clearly named after a Claudius, although 
it is uncertain whether he was living or long since deceased. "* 

Circular stamps with the inscription XMT Kacciov around а 
central chi-rho monogram (CIL, xv. 2415) are also ascribed to 
Theodoric since they resemble the circular Claudiana stamps. 
Similar in style are stamps with Jobannes around a central chi- 
rho monogram (CIL, xv. 1695)." Mention may also be made 
of a stamp, possibly of the sixth century, bearing a monogram 
thatis apparently to be resolved Beronicianus (CIL, xv. 1724)."" 
[t is unclear whether Cassius, John, and Beronicianus were 
the owners of figlinae or contractors working on the land of 
another, 

A number of sixth-century stamps bear religious formulae: 
one carries the words себе Bonlóc (‘God my helper’) (CIL, xv. 
1738), the other spes in Deo (‘Hope in God’) around a central 
thi-rho monogram (CIL, xv. 1726-7). For the former, Kraut- 
‘heiter has suggested a date after 500.!? The latter are similar in 
style to the circular stamps of the officina Claudiana. Possibly 
but not certainly of this period are stamps with similar phrases, 
such as: in nomine Det (‘In the name of God") (CIL, xv. 1726); 
spes in Deo (without a monogram) (CIL, x. 8042, 139); vivas 
(“Мау you live!”) (CIL, xv. 1727); and bona vitae ("Blessings of 
life") (CIL, xv. 1725). The stamps, however, bear no name that 
might indicate the landowner or contractor. Such religious 
formulae were used in many contexts, and we cannot assume 
that bricks stamped with them were manufactured in figlinae 
owned by the Church." 

In the fifth and sixth centuries, then, Roman brickstamps 
refer to figlinae under both imperial and private ownership. 
Some stamps of the period may give the name of a contractor, 
but this cannot be securely demonstrated from the available 
evidence. The content of some stamps, it has been argued, may 
indicate that the bricks so marked were manufactured to meet an 
annual levy imposed by the state, but in other cases it is not 
possible to determine whether the bricks were made to meet the 
demands of the state or of the market. 


= 


1% Steinby, 'L'industria laterizia’, 128, 153. 

"97 Sreinby, L'industria laterizia', 128-9, 134. 

ІМ Sreinby, "L'industria laterizia', 116. These have been very enratvely ascribed 
то either Pope John I (525725) or Pope John И (533734). 

Wi Steinby, 'L'industria laterizia’, 116, 134. 

i Steinby, "L'industria laterizia", 131. 

1 Steinby, L'industria laterizia", 138-5, 131. 

1 Steinby, L'industria laterizia", 131. 

из Papal brickstamps are certainly axtested from the beginning of the eighth 
century (Sreinby, 'L'industria laterizia’, 158), but thar there were any as carly as the 
sixth century 15 as yet uncertain. The ascnptions to John I or II given by Steinby, 
"L'industria laterizia*, таб are centative. 


4. CONSTANTINOPOLITAN BRICESTAMPS 


a, The status and role of the individuals named 


The majority of brickstamps from Constantinople carry one 
or two names, abbreviated to a greater or lesser extent, but 
generally irf the genitive case when complete. In the fifth century 
the names an the stamps are aften highly abbreviated and almost 
never provide any indication of the status of the individuals con- 
cerned. On sixth-century stamps, the names are usually less 
abbreviated; and although the majority of names that appear in 
full are those of males, in а very few cases the stamps refer to 
women.!5 Although the sixth-century names regularly stand 
alone, they are occasionally accompanied by а title or pro- 
fession, a nickname, or surname. The nicknames, such as 
Kolokunthos (‘Pumpkin’) and Onoktétos ("Donkey-driver'), 
indicate little about the status of the individuals named," 5 but 
the titles and professions are particularly helpful in this regard. 
These include the secular (dépontatos, komes, boubikonlarios, 
naukléros, notarios, seribén or skrimarios, and possibly 
muriarchos) and the clerical (diakonos, hegoumenos, monachos, 
and presbuteros)."" A dépoutatos was one of fifteen seniors 
amongst the thirty Augustales (principal administrative clerks) 
of the praetorian prefecture"? The office or title of komes 
(count) was conferred upon senators, equestrians апа others.'" 
А kosbikoularios was a eunuch privileged to work in the 
imperial bedehamber."? Shippers (mamkléroi) underook the 
construction, repair, and operation of ships (especially for 
transporting grain from Egypt to Constantinople). By the sixth- 
century, when the title naxkléros first appears on brickstamps, 
the shippers were operating privately on contract to the fisc.!*! 
Originally, however, their duties had been an obligation to the 
state determined by wealth assessment, and those enrolled 
into their ranks included senators, bonorati, decurions, and 
primipdares™ In return for performing the public service of 


їн. Only one type of fifth-century stamp is known to indicate an individual's 
status: Geol ) білкіҢуол), 

15 The names Васлоріп, Apocepio, and Соха occur. 

14 See "Torvvot ҡалақтұбов (for the nickname, compare Theodotus, city prefect 
from $22 to $24: Cameron, ‘Theodorus’, 279, 280, 336) and ‘Towdy(vjou дмоюттітом. 

ІЗ The following names are accompanied by titles on the brickstamps. адот: 
"Аубрғас, Кориткбс, Лаокбс, Петрос. Нердігпелов "Аубрғас, 'Imáüvwnc- 
Monachoi: “Омдсцос. Presbuterok "Вкійлос, "Epulac, Кадататом, Қаулакос, 
Müyvoc, Петрос. Depontator Grohepec, Geodame. Komite "Нсібшерес, 
ОЄкоббсоє, Міктирброс. Kowbikonlarak monogram no. 11. Nawkléror Чохімитус, 
Петрос, Могатіой lodvync. SeribónesiSenisariot Гейңурос, lodvenc. Myriarchoi: 
Галос. 329.1a refers to an eparchos named Diomedes, although I wonder whether 
the object so stamped was a glass weight rather than a brick, 

ui Tones, LRE, $87-8. The term was, however, applied to other occupations, for 
instance to the repairer of arms attached to each regiment of the army: Jones, LE, 
бл. 15 Jones, LAE, 164-6, 628. 

19 Tones, LAE, 166-76. 

P! By the Justinianic period (and perhaps as early as 467/8 ог 409) there were по 
longer corpora ratiiculariarum transporting grain in fulfilment of theif sumere, but 
only privare newklé@rer on contract to the fise: see Sirks, Food for Rome, 34-і, 
210-11; ІЗ Jones, LAE, 771, 827-32. 

m CTh турата, section 4 (571). 
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supplying the capital with grain and oil, the shippers had been 
granted certain privileges (such as immunity from munera), 
although they were not exempt from the indictio. * A notarios 
was a palatine civil servant in close contact with the emperor, 
and he was a senator or became so on retirement,'* The 
abbreviation скр( ) or ckpi ) that occurs on some brickstamps is 
ta be resolved either sbribon or skriniarios. 5hribünes were 
imperial bodyguards with the status of vir magnificus (the post 
is first mentioned in 545), 7 and skrimiario! were clerks or 
accountants for the state or the emperor. A skrimiarios who was 
a senior in the sacra scrinia of the emperor would be accorded 
the rank of clarissimus on retirement. ™ Finally, a »ueriarchos 
was a commander of 10,006 men. It 15, of course, uncertain 
whether the individuals whose names are unaccompanied by 
such titles (which means almost all persons named on fifth- 
century stamps) were of similar status. 

Despite occasionally giving us someindication of the status of 
the individuals named, Constantinopolitan brickstamps do not 
in any way indicate the nature of their involvement in the brick- 
making industry. Legal evidence, however, would suggest that 
they were either locatores or conductores. According to the 
Justinianic Digest, the production of tiles could be organized 
according to a private contract of either hire or sale.'? Tf, as must 
have been the usual case, the landowner provided the clay for the 
contractor, then the contract was one of hire (locatio condictio). 
In such an agreement, the contractor (conductor) agreed to 
improve the landowner’s (locator's) property (in this case the 
clay of the figlinae) in revurn for an agreed sum upon completion 
of the work. If, on the other hand, the contractor provided his 
own raw material, then the contract was one of sale (emptio 
venditio). 

In the Early Byzantine period, farmers were free to market 
their own labour and would regularly enter into such locatio 
condsuctio contracts as conductores." The locator may have 
owned the land himself or may have been the holder of a long- 
term (emphyteutic) lease on one of the rural estates owned by 
the emperor (domus divinae, Üctov oixor), by the Church 
(ебаүгіс oixor), or by some wealthy private individual (ёубоёо1 
оїкот), 12+ Such long-term leaseholders, who paid a low, fixed 
rent (canon, лбжтом), were effectively the owners of the land and 
any investments they made in it, and were liable to pay the taxes 
due on the property.'? Justinian restricted such leaseholding to 
"well-to-do' (etmopo.) persons, so that the individuals con- 


I CVC, Digest 50.6.4(5), sections 325. 

5 CTh 13.5.14 (371). 

HA Jones, LRE, 387 (on the proportion of palatine civil servants to dignities), 431, 
147. 572-5; There were also ecclesiastical notaries: Jones, LRE, тт. 

117 Jones, LAE, 658-9. 

Hi Jones, LRE, 412, 427, 449, META scrinia: 347, 57779. 

н" CIC, Digest 18.1.65. 

Pt CIC, Су 11.48.8 with Sirks, "Colonate', 362-4, Mee also Kaplan, La Terre, 
Tt. | 

ІМ On the olko, see Kaplan, La Terre, 136-49. On the vast seale of imperial and 
Church estates, see САН, xiii. yor; and for private estates, CALA, xiii. зоо, 

U* On the emphyteutic lease, see Kaplan, La Terre, pou" 


cerned were the more entrepreneurial and richer ones. Eyi- 
dence from sixth-century Egypt concerning long-term leases an 
Church lands—an arrangement that became legal in 544'4— 
indicates that tenants included, for example, Phoibammon, a 
clarissimus comes and defensor, and Victor, a tabslarius, who 
sub-let to two farmers." 

The suggestion that Constantinopolitan brickstamps name 
either the locator or conductor in a brickmaking contract finds 
further support from second-century Roman brickstamps. The 
stamps regularly include the formula ex fignis (‘From the clay- 
pits’) or ex praedis (“From the estates") followed by the name of 
an individual who owned the estate on which clay-pits were 
located (the dominus or domina). They also often bear the words 
ex officinis ("From the workshops’) followed by the name of the 
individual organizing brick production (the officinator).* The 
Roman stamps are thought to have represented a locatio con- 
ductio contract that existed between the two named parties, in 
which the officinator agreed to employ a number of workmen to 
make bricks from the clay of the dominus in return for payment 
on completion of the work.’ Using the stamps, it has been 
possible to construct a prosopography of the owners of figlinae 
in Rome, which reveals that increasingly from the first century 
these domini were members of aristocratic families, often of 
senatorial status."* The officinatores were independent entre- 
preneurs, including persons from the lowest ranks to the status 
of eques"? It must be borne in mind, however, that there are 
many domini and officimatores named оп the Roman stamps 
whose status cannot be established. Furthermore, when a stamp 
gives only one name, it is often impossible to be sure whether the 
dominus or officinator is named. 

As in the case of the Roman material, it is not a simple matter 
to decide whether Constantinopolitan brickstamps bearing a 
single name refer to the landowner or to the contractor. The 
names on Constantinopolitan stamps are not accompanied by 
formulae such as ex figlinis, ex praedis, or ex officinis, but, since 
they are generally given in the genitive case, they might be inter- 
preted as meaning ‘[Clay-pits] of X^, ‘[Estate] of Х or '[Work- 
shop] of X’, although the meaning [Brick] of X’ is equally 
likely. The titles that are preserved would be applicable to either 

2 CIC, CT 1.3.24.5, as noted by Gascou, "Grands Domaines", 27 and Kaplan, Га 
Terre, 168. 

™ On long-term leases on Church property, see Kaplan, La Terre, 165-6. 

35 Gascou, “Grands Domaines', 27 with n. 16$; Kaplan, La Terre, 168. On the 
rural élite, see Вапар, Agrarian Change, 192-7. 

™ For the various formulae on Roman stamps of all periods, see Stemby, 
"Ziegelstempel', 1500-3. It has been argued that fighnae and praedinm were virtually 
synonymous terms used to refer to the districr in which the clay was obtained: 
Helen, Organization, 37-83. 

U" Steinby, 'Senatori'. Also Steinby, ‘L'industria laterizia’, roo, 106-7, 156. On 
waged labourers, see Вапар, Agrarian Change, 190-2. 

OF Serála, Private Domini, 242-3, 250-6 (Appendix 2), which shows (p. 256) Шаг 
out of a total of 162 dominii of the second and early third centuries, $8 were senators 
ar equites; Steinby, Senator’; Andermahr, Grandbesitz, у 5-6, table 4. 

U* Helen, Organization, 110-13, 130. Note especially CHL, xv. 527, of the end af 
the second cencury, on which the afficinator is Ішіне Theodotus eq(ues) R(omarus). 

! [ris possible, however, that the unresolved abbreviation барі ) had some such 
significance. See pp. 21-4. 
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landowners or contractors, and it cannot be assumed that 
the solution is the same for all such stamps. Clergymen, for 
example, are known to have engaged in commercial activities, 
and, whatever their rank, might have owned property that they 
had obtained whilst in the clericate. Alternatively, however, 
they might have rented land from а dominus H 

Therearea number of binominal brickstamps of bath the fifth 
and sixth centuries. Double names on single-line brickstamps 
are not immediately obvious, since the inscriptions are often 
highly abbreviated, The fifth-century examples have not, there- 
fore, been previously noted, and are as follows: 


Ефста ) Еттр() 
НА) Ex(x)An() 
Әғо() 'Ex(x)À 
ӨМ J ЕФ) 

Iow( ) Коб) 

Ком) Коб) 

Kw() ЕХ) 

Kw( )Ii( ), Корі ) Du) or Rupr ) Ou ) 
Корі ) Ма) 

Корі, ) Ne( ) 

По) Ам) 

По) Аг) 

По) Өк) 

Сом() ӨҢ) 

Tw() Тр) 

Dif) Ihi) 


The multiple-line (sixth-century) examples are more easily 
spotted: | 


Taeiov 'Арӣуоо 

Галот Трофірот 

"oucv(v)ou буоктїүто "Ave (ó)yov 
Niucupóp(ov)s Каро? (?) 

Петро» Exyev(io)u 

Петро Езкоб( ) 

Tetpov билк(буол)) Ето ом 
Петро ЕХет( є біс 

Петро» біа(кбмою) Елуготуламої) 
Tlézpou бихкд(уот) Лоодламої 
Пітро» Теофій алі), З 


If we consider the interpretation of, for instance, the group of 
stamps reading Ku( ) ЕҢ), Кору) Ф), Корі ) Du), Ku( ) Фа), 
Корі ) Мо( ), and Корі ) Ne( ), then we may suggest that the 
name in the primary position refers to the same individual in 
each case. If so, we may further suppose that E3( ), Фи( ), Мо), 
and Ме( ) all had a similar relationship with with Кору ). 
Similarly, AovAnavoc, Eütowunuvóc, and Езстабцос may all 


™ CIC, CJ 1.3.33 (472) (Coleman-Norton, Roman State 514) (cp. CIC, CJ 
1.3495; CTh 5.3.1 (Coleman-Norton, Roman State, 421) CIC, С] 1.3.20. See 
Wipszycka, Ressources, 161-і (landowning clerics), 162-3 (tenant clerics), 163-4 
(commercial activity) and Jones, LRE, 771 (landowning clerics), 908 (stipends). 

“In his notes, Mamboury referred to some of these sixth-cenpury stamps and 
suggested that they indicated associates in brickmaking, He did not recognize the 
presence of fifch-cenrury examples. 


have shared a similar relationship with the deacon Peter. An 
attractive possibility, particularly given the information pro- 
vided on stamped bricks from Rome from the second century 
onwards, is that the first individual named was the landowner 
(locator), and that the second named individual was one of 
several contractors (conductores) working on the clay-bearing 
lands owned or Jeased by the former. At present, stamps with 
the same primary name bröt with different secondary names have 
not been found together ar the same site, and, consequently, we 
have no firm evidence that the secondary names refer to con- 
tractors undertaking brick production for the same dominus at 
the same time. The name Петроо Gurkóvov appears not only 
with a secondary name but also alone. Perhaps this means that, 
in some years, only one contractor was employed on Peter's 
land, and, as a result, did not need to be named. 

A small number of sixth-century stamps refer explicitly to 
landholdings of either the emperor or the Church. Stamps bear- 
ing the name or the cruciform monogram of the Emperor 
Justinian,'* or naming the estate of Hormisdas,' pertain to the 
domus divina, the emperor's personal property; and stamps 
reading MeyaaAne 'ExxAnciac refer to the extensive estates of the 
Great Church.™* Some of these bricks were perhaps donated by 
the emperor or by the Church to particular building projects. If 
so, the stamps bearing the name or monogram of Justinian that 
were found in the excavations ro the south of Hagia Eirene 
might be taken to support Procopius' assertion that the emperor 
was responsible for the reconstruction of the hospices іп that 
area after the Nika погв.!# A group of distinctive stamps bearing 
the monogram of the emperor Maurice carry in addition the 
name of a private individual. The imperial monogram was 
perhaps simply a common feature on stamps carved during 
Maurice's reign.'* Alternatively, it may have been used to indi- 
cate bricks manufactured on imperial land. If so, the individual 
named would presumably have been ап officinator working оп 
an imperial estate. We are reminded of the Roman bricks bear- 
ing stamps of both Theodoric and Iustus. 

Other stamps—all probably of the sixth century—give 
neither a name nor refer to imperial or church property. Some 
simply bear the word іубіктібуас, with or without an indiction 
date, and others only the words thc véac. There is also a group of 
stamps that carry only a religious symbol (such as a cross, a 
Christogram, or another religious monogram), or a formula, 

9 384-91,1394. 

ММ тозу, 

ЧУ Cm the domus divina, sec Kaplan, La Terre, 140-2. That brick production in 
Constantinople was in both imperial and private hands had been noted by 
Ognenova-Mannova, '"Briques', 1:8. The reading "lowerivureo vimo is 
questioned there (p. 117), but а clear photograph of such a stamp had already been 
published by Ramazanoğlu, "Irenen- Kirche, pl. 69, fig. 9. 

H Similarly, stamps from Thessaly reading "ExxA(naiac)s Әні Мам) presumably 
indicate bricks manufactured on Church property. For references, see Mango, 
"Brick Stamps’, 24 with n. 63, 27. 

Hr Procopius, Buildings, 1.3.14-16. 

™ This would seem to be suggested by the stamps on which the monogram of 
Maurice is preceded by a monogram (no. 42) meaning éni (1372.1a-£, 1373.12, 
1374.12, 1375.12]. 


such as Küpir Вот (е): ('Lord, help!*), Oeo убрас ("Grace of 
God") and Хрістос vmka ("Christ conquers!"). As in the сазе of 
the similar Roman material, the place of production of the bricks 
so marked is uncertain. 


b. The function of tbe stamps 


The proportion of bricks stamped is likely to have varied con- 
siderably between batches. Nevertheless, there were pre- 
sumably always enough stamped bricks in any batch to make it 
possible both to establish its arigin (that is, the name of either 
the locator or conductor), and to determine the year of its manu- 
facture if the stamp used included an indiction. 

Given that brickmaking involved a contract between the 
dominus and officinator, it would not be surprising had the 
officinator ensured that his hired labourers stamped a pro- 
portion of their work with the name of the dominus to whom the 
bricks were to be handed over when the contract was complete. 
If the contract were а long-term one, requiring the production 
of a specific number of bricks per annum, then the officinator 
may also have insisted that the stamps carry the indiction year, 
so that there be no confusion berween newly made batches of 
bricks and stockpiled material made in earlier years." In 
some cases, as we have observed above, it is conceivable that a 
stamp bearing a single name refers to an officinator; and itis very 
likely that it is the officinator who is named in second place on 
binominal stamps. It would have been useful fora stamp to carry 
an officinator's name if several officinatores were operating in 
close proximity on the same estate, since each would have 
wished to prove (or to be able to prove, if necessary) that he had 
met his contractual obligation to the dominus. As for accessory 
letters (discussed below), if they refer ro groups of brickmakers 
in the employ of a single officinator—which is perhaps the more 
likely of the two explanations proposed below—then those 
letters would have helped each group to demonstrate to the 
afficnator that it had indeed produced the number of bricks it 
had been hired to make. 

Iris likely that in Constantinople, as in Rome, the state levied 
bricks annually for the maintenance of public works, and certain 
sixth-century brickstamps may provide some support for this 
belief. The stamps concerned bear the word, or an abbreviation 
for the word, іубіктийуас (‘of the indiction’) without any indi- 
cation of the year.’ Clearly, these stamps cannot refer to the 
indiction system of dating, and itis likely that they indicate that 
the bricks so stamped were produced to meet tax liabilities 
imposed by the annual indictio on the owners of clay-bearing 
lands." Unfortunately, no examples of such stamps have yet 


"^ On stamping, see p. 24. 

™ For stockpiling at the place of manufacture, see pp. 24-6. 

З 142575, 1429-36, 

13 Note also char some brickstamps from Thessaloniki bear only the ENT mono- 
gram, which has been tentanvely resolved “Еут(істіймес) (Vickers, “Brickstamps’, 
Type LA, especially Type LA, т). Croke's objection to this resolution (‘Hormisdas', 
254)—on the grounds that ENT K and ENT T cannot be explained as dares—had 
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been recorded ін situ in sixth-century masonry, but we would 
expect them to occur in public rather than in private construc- 
tions. If such stamps were found in private constructions, we 
would have to conclude either that the proposed interpretation 
is incorrect or that bricks requisitioned by the state that proved 
to be surplus to its requirements were sold for private use. 

The use of the indiction date on brickstamps might be 
adequately explained by a contractor's need to demonstrate 
that, in the year concerned, he had met his contractual obliga- 
tions to the dominus (by arranging for the manufacture of a 
specihed number of bricks). Ig may also, however, have served a 
purpose in the context of the annual requistions (indictiones) 
made by the state. The dares on those batches of bricks that were 
handed over to be used in public building projects may have 
helped state officials to check that in any particular year a land- 
owner had provided the number of bricks for which he was 
liable according to his tax assessment. It cannot, however, be 
argued that all bricks stamped with indiction dates were 
intended ta satisfy state demands, because, in both the fifth and 
the sixth centuries, dated bricks were used not only in public bur 
also in private buildings. 

Whether state officials would have checked the number of 
bricks supplied by each dominus while they were still at the pro- 
duction site or, as would seem more likely, upon delivery of the 
bricks to central (and perhaps state-owned) stores is uncertain. 
IF checking took place ina depot in which bricks from numerous 
figlmae Һай been gathered together, it would have been 
extremely useful had the stamps indicated each landowner's 
name." In thar case we could conclude that the individual 
named on the stamp is much more likely to have been the 
domins than the officinator. If the number of domini whose 
Дейтає had been assigned to brick and tile production was not 
very large, the officials checking the stamps would have been 
able to march the abbreviated names on the stamps with the 
declarants ta the tax lists, and confirm that the necessary number 
of bricks had been supplied. In the case of binominal stamps, the 
second name, which ts likely to be that of the officinator, would 
probably have been of little interest to these accountants, They 
are likely to have been concerned only with the total number of 
bricks provided by the declarant (the dominus), rather than with 
the productivity of each of his contractors. 

The chronological and stylistic analysis of Constantino- 
politan brickstamps in Part II demonstrates that stamps of the 


been anticipated by Vickers, who pointed out that these and other letters occur 
‘either above or below the main legend', and ‘might, perhaps, indicare different 
workshops" (“Brickstamps', 292). For similar accessory letters on Constantino- 
politan stamps, see below рр. 20-1, Even if the stamps from Thessaloniki do give 
indiction dates, great care must be taken when amempting то use them to date 
monuments, since the precise findspor of very few stamped bricks have been 
accurately recorded, making it impossible го determine to which phase of з 
building they belong or whether they were reused. See Croke, 'Hormisdas'; Croke, 
"Thessalonika"; Spieser, Thessalonique, 127 n. 5; Torp, ‘Rotunda’, 18-10, 12. 


өз Te might be argued chat the state levied far more bricks than й in fact required, 
and that it sold the surplus to private individuals, bur that seems most unlikely. 
ІМ See p. 26. 


20 PART I: INDUSTRY 


fifth century are highly formulaic." All those that сап be 
ascribed with certainty to the period from 415 (the date of the 
dedication of the first Hagia Sophia) to 459 (the year in which 
the bricks for the cistern of Aspar were made), bear a single 
line of text including both an indiction date and a тоге or less 
abbreviated name. By the sixth century Constantinopolitan 
brickstamps no longer carried such strictly formulaic іпзегір- 
tions, were of a wide variety of shapes, and carried dates far less 
frequently. It might be suggested that in the fifth century the 
state insisted that all stamps (whether on bricks manufactured 
for the state or on those intended for private sale) should include 
the indiction date for purposes of accounting.’ But why this 
stipulation should have lapsed by the early sixth century 1s 
unclear, 

It is possible that brickstamps also served a purpose in the 
context of private supply. If a private builder arranged to receive 
deliveries of bricks directly from several domini, then the stamps 
may have been useful for checking that each of the domini had 
provided the agreed number of batches. 


c. Accessory letters 


Accessory letters"—that is, letters that are apparently 
unrelated to the rest of the inscription—have previously been 
recognized only on sixth-century material from St Polyeuktos. 
However, accessory letters also occur on fifth-century material, 
although, like double names, they are more difficult to dis- 
tinguish in a single line of unbroken text (where they generally 
follow the name abbreviation), The following are the main 
examples in catalogue: 


Single accessory letter (nwo or more certain letters per name): 


Name Accessory letter(s) 
(* uncertain) 
Ao() L K, Ay Hum 
Kal) V yA 
Кук) Lv 
Қақ) B. y, £, n, 8, 1, к, A, v, m, p* c 
Корі ) Ba у, с,т 
Пётроо о, 5,0," к, A, v, 0,1, X 


13 See pp. 99-102, i See pp. 100-152, 

We may compare the siruation in Rome in An 123, when it appears that all 
manufacturers were obliged to stamp their bricks and to include the consular date. 
See Steinby, "Ziegelstempel', 1503-45. 

1 The term is used to describe similar letrers оп coins: Grierson, Byzantine 
Coins, 41. 

Accessory letters commonly occur following the name-abbreviations КҮ and 
КҮР. Sorlin-Dorigny resolved BAR YT as Восс) xup(tou), and believed that the 
following accessory was the initial of a Macedonian emperor (*Inseriptions’, 83, 
8; по. 8, 86 по, 12, 87 по. 14). Despite having gathered several such examples 
together, Schneider failed to recognise the existence of accessory letters, and pro- 
posed no solutions lor inscriptions containing them ("Ziegelstempel, 264 nos. 143, 
с, d, E), In the Mamboury archive, too, many stamps with accessories are left 
unresolved. 


Name Accessory letter(s) 
(* uncertain) 

По() у, К,А 

По) n, 8, A, p”? 

Со ) В, T6 VT BC, t 

Храстої , £, K, V 


Single accessory letter (one or fewer certain letters per name): 


Name Accessory letter(s) 
(З uncertain) 

"Аубреоз àikóvou E 

АФ) v* 

Вослорї@с n 

Гы) us 

Anpoct ) п 

Aóyvov блакбувь к 

Epruyn() 8 

Zu ) E 

©кобороо u 

Geol ) с? 

'Todvvov votaptou nt 

Koctov(tivou) Latin D* 

Коб) Ем ) к 

Корим ) ГЫ 

Коуст(оутіуоо) аз 

Mox(e)à( ) B* o" 

Мої) т? 

‘OppiC(Sov) а 

По() Povo 

Патрої ) б 

Пет() | 

Tipoxt ) В 


іубіктійуос withourname a, к,ум 


Multiple accessory letters: 

Anynrpion with both p and к (277) 
Алортүболу with both œ and 2 (312, 313) 
AMwoynbov with both о and ? (316) 
Tovvic with both x and 6 (бод) 
ПетолАоо with both B and є (1028) 


Vickers noted such letters on fifth-century brickstamps from 
Thessaloniki (where they are clearly set apart from the rest of 
the design), and suggested that ‘they might, perhaps, indicate 
different workshops'. Commenting on the sixth-century 
examples from St Polyeuktos, Hill held that they were ‘likely to 
have served as batch indicators’. Similar accessory letters are 
found on Romano-British brickstamps, and their significance is 


equally problematical: Brodribb has suggested that they may 


ма Vickers, "Brickstamps", 292, W НМ, "Brickstamps'", 223. 
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indicate the brickmaker, the workshop, or a workbench.’ Аг 
Rome, à series of stamps with the name of a single dominus but 
with an additional pair of letters exists. The additional letters are 
believed to be the initials of the various officinatores working 
for the same dominus." If this were also the meaning of the 
Constantinopolitan stamps with accessory letters, then the 
stamps would simply be a variation on the binominal type, 
the second name having been abbreviated to just its initial letter, 
or a single letter of the alphabet having been assigned to each 
officinator working for the dominus concerned. This interpreta- 
tion would, however, be ruled out if a binominal stamp could be 
found that bore an accessory letter, since the second individual 
named on a binominal stamp is likely to be the officinator. The 
only candidates for such stamps are 739.1a and 740.1a, but in 
these cases we cannot, unfortunately, be certain that the final 
letter is an accessory; it may rather be the final letter of the 
second abbreviated name. 

The evidence from the Palace of Antiochus shows that there 
were often several dies bearing the same name, the same indic- 
tion, and the same accessory letter in use at the same rime. For 
example, the six stamps 730.1—2 all read iv(Sucruswoc) ev Bod ) 
Ku( ) c. On the basis of this evidence, we are probably justified 
in concluding that the accessory letter does not refer to an indi- 
vidual brickmaker. Although wooden dies would have worn 
out quickly, it seems unlikely that а single worker would have 
used six different dies to stamp bricks that were produced not 
only in a single season but also so closely in time that they 
were delivered to the same building site. The suggestion that an 
accessory letter served as a barch indicator may also be rejected: 
itis most unlikely that six (or more) dies would have been used 
to stamp just a single kiln-load before being discarded and 
replaced with a new set of dies bearing another letter.'^* The 
most plausible explanation for the occurrence of six variant 
stamps each with the same accessory letter is that each die 
belonged to a member of the same group of brickmakers. There 
were perhaps nine individuals in a group serving a single КїЇп,!® 
Although the accessory letter might, as we have seen, be 
explained as referring to the officmator who employed the group 
of brickmakers concerned, it seems much тоге likely, in the 
light of the evidence from the Palace of Antiochus, that it 
signified a group of brickmakers. Either way, the total number 
of accessories recorded in association with a particular name 
provides some information about the scale of production. 


ча. Brodribb, Brick and Tile, 118, 135. 

W^ CIL xv. 965 m compl, discussed by Steinby, ‘Antiquari’, 84-5. 

' In Imperial Rome, DeLaine, Caracalla, тту, estimates a firing capacity of 65 
m? far an average kiln, If such large kilns were used in Early Byzantine Constan- 
tinople, they would have held up to 10,000 bricks. The evidence from the Middle 
and Late Byzantine periods, however, suggests a capacity roughly half as great: 
Dusterhour, Master Builders, 170-1. In Egypt in the sixth century, bricks were 
counted in |Моэкб Ала, which appear to have been batches of 3,000 (Оу, xviii. 
2197). 

"5 [t has been calculated thar about nine brickmakers would have been required 
to keep а kiln of average size in continuous operation during the manufacturing 
season. See DeLaine, Caracalla, 117-18. 


d. The style of the brickstamp dies 


The style of brickstamps can provide important chronological 
indications, which will be discussed later." They may also tell 
us something about the organization of brickmaking, or the 
organization of die-carving. It is striking, forinstance, that at the 
Palace of Antiochus many stamps bearing different names but 
with the same indiction number (IE) also carry the abbreviation 
KE and a cross-in-leaf or cross-in-heart design. Similarly, 
in the remains near Cemal Nadir Sokagi stamps with many 
different names and with several indictions are all circular and 
carry the formula @(e0)}} xépi (although there are other, con- 
temporary stamps from the site that are cruciform)."* The evi- 
dence from both sites suggests that there was a common model 
for the dies, which presumably originated from а common 
source. This would not be surprising if the named individuals 
were in fact domini who held long-term leases on plots located 
on the same estate, since they may all have obtained their dies 
from the same source. It might be argued, however, that any 
dominus would have wished to distinguish his stamps to a 
greater extent from those of other domini, and that all these 
similar stamps are, therefore, more likely to belong to officina- 
tores contracted to work for the same dominus. 

It may also be observed that, in the sixth century, stamps 
bearing the same name and clearly made in the same indiction 
could be of various shapes.'* It is unclear whether the variety 
of shapes has any significance for our understanding of the 
organization of the industry: perhaps stamps of different shapes 
were employed by different officinatores working for the same 
dominus or by different groups of brickmakers in the employ of 
asingle officinator. 


5. THE ABBREVIATION Papel) 


It is convenient at this point to turn to the question of the 
enigmatic abbreviation that occurs on many stamped bricks, 
generally before the name or name-abbreviation:'” ВІ ), а), 
Papi jor Papet). The resolution of the abbreviation is uncertain. 
Suggestions have been made, but it is important that theories 
about the interpretation of Byzantine brickstamps are not 
founded on hypothetical solutions, as so often before. For this 
reason, the question of the resolution is treated 1n isolation here. 

The faur abbreviations, being apparently interchangesble,"" 


^ See pp. gg-taz, 118-21, 

I 28,237, 327, 348, $63, 623, 712, 8775 990, 1015, 1029, 1287, 1501. 

№ sp. pb, 47.12, гіула, 192.13, Т93.1с, 194.13, утс.та, 311.12, 318.12, 319.12, 
$18.12, 777.12, B42.1a, 848.12, goB.1a, 949.22, 9gc. I3, 1112.16, 1112.22, 111341 b, 
1215.12, TAIG IA; 1264.14, 

№ See Pareil, Ch. 8, sect. 2b no. (1). 

19 Bal) sometimes follows the name-abbreviation (МА). 

іл On different stamps bearing the same name or name-abbreviation a different 
one of the four abbreviations can often be found. Thus, e.g., both |Қ ) and Ba( ) are 
seen with Aa ), Ебсло(), бе), А), По(), Саб); Воб) and Papi ) with "А 
бө), Ao( ), Gel), Eu( ), Ki ef ), Ku( 3, MC), М4), По), Tog) Ayt ). Duo); В) 
fal ) and Papi) with Аб тей; |Қ), Барі ) and Papel ) with Avoyet ), Әне ), 


ъ 
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are presumably equivalent, which suggests that a single solution 
should be sought for all of them."? Various solutions have been 
proposed, and they and their inadequacies need be mentioned 
only briefly. Dethier’s long-accepted view was that Во( ) should 
be restored аз Ba(cuémc)"? and that Bap( ) should be taken as an 
abbreviation for two words, Ba(ciéac) 'P(epotaov)."* This led 
to attempts to identify the individual named after the abbrevia- 
tion Bel ) or Вор( ) with а known emperor. However, contem- 
porary stamps used in the same building carry a variety of 
names, whether or not preceded by the abbreviation Воҳ ). This 
indicates that the names do not refer to the emperor reigning at 
the time the bricks were made, but to a larger group of indi- 
viduals connecred with the brickmaking industry. This, in 
addition to the fact that in many cases it is impossible to find an 
imperial name beginning with the letters that occur after the 
abbreviation Во( ) ог Bap( ), suggests that the restorations 
BaciAeoc and Вас ше 'Popaioev should be rejected. Besides, 
they leave the occurrence of Вареї ) unexplained. 

In 1937, Schneider suggested the restoration Во(сіћлкёс) 
(‘imperial officer’, ‘courtier’), and argued that the following 
name indicated the overseer of construction work. He further 
held that when a name or abbreviated name was not preceded by 
Ba ) then the individual mentioned was simply the donor of the 
brick rather than the overseer."*5 But, again, if the names pre- 
ceded Бу Pa ) were those of the overseers, then we would expect 
the bricks from any one building to carry only a very small 
number of different names preceded Бу Во( ). This is clearly not 
the case: several sites have yielded large numbers of contempo- 
rary stamps with many different names preceded by Под), 
Furthermore, the abbreviation is not consistently present even 
on brickstamps bearing the same name, which suggests that its 
presence is not entirely necessary, and hence that it is unlikely 
to make a distinction such as that proposed by Schneider. 
Although it seems unlikely that the term could have indicated 
that the individual named on the stamp was the overseer of the 
work, it could nevertheless have shown that he was connected 
with the imperial palace, and Mango pointed to the use of B( ) or 
Ва( ) as ап abbreviation for аслдикоВ on Byzantine lead seals. 
He also noted the use of this word in its complete form оп brick- 
stamps, but in fact such stamps simply give the genitive of the 
proper name Basilikos. Referring to many stamped tiles from 


Кар) B() and Варе) with Тро); Во ) and Bapet ) with Кор ), Aot ) and Cat ); 
РМ), Вес ) and Bapet ) with Беу). 

Te would seem unlikely, given the formulaic nature of the inscriptions, that the 
abbreviation was used in several senses—a possibility suggested by Mango, ‘Brick 
Stamps", 25. 

" Dethier, "Makrikoy', 168. Sorlin-Dorgny, "Insenpaüons', 83. Gedeon, 
"Engraphoi', 386. 

ім Dethier, "Мавклкбу", 167 КВ no, 22. Gedeon, "Engraphoi', 382. 

95 "The theory that the names are imperial was rejected by Schneider ("Ziegel- 
stempel', 263—4), Mamboury ("Nouvelle Lecture’, 112-5), Mango (“Brick Stamps", 
12-3) and Hill ("Brickstamps', 223). 

9% Schneider, “Ziegelscempel', 264. 

Mango, “Brick Stamps’, 25. Demangel and Mamboury also interpreted 
ІЧАВАЮ) (Mangares, 84 hg. 92) a5 “te ind. impér, ateliers "Ia (Manganes, 78 


n. z). 


Pantikapaion (Kertch) on the Cimmerian Bosphorus, Mango 
added another possibility to the list, suggesting that the same 
adjective could be taken to refer not to the following name, 
but to the brick itself, hence Ba(cilucn) [nAivBoc], meaning 
‘imperial brick’ 94 

As Schneider had realized, however, the adjective Васко 
would mot on its own account for the occurrence of Bap( ) or 
Вареї 1,7 In 1885, Curtis and Aristarches had completed the 
latter as Bæpé(yyov) ("of the Varangian’), having discovered а 
brickstamp from Fethiye Camii that they had interpreted as 
"Ivy(Aivov) Bapé(yyou) (‘of the English Varangian’), ™ whereas 
the correct reading is іу(біктійуос) у Bape( ). This misinter- 
pretation has resulted in the inscription reappearing in a 
more recent publication devoted to the Varangians, where it 
masquerades as an inscription on stone bearing the Norse name 
Ingvar! "#! 

Mamboury was next to suggest a possible solution to the 
problem. Having examined far more examples of brickstamps 
than any previous scholar, he noted stamps bearing the letters 
BAPEC and BAPECA. This led him to propose that the 
abbreviation came from the verb Papio, and that the form 
abbreviated on the brickstamps was the past participle in the 
genitive, Bapycavtoc, which would become Паресаутас in 
koine. The genitive participle would form a genitive absolute 
construction with the following name. Mambaury further 
argued that the verb арға, which means ‘to weigh down’ or ‘to 
depress’, might have had the additional meaning ‘to strike’ or то 
stamp’, and that the abbreviation Bat ) followed by a name in the 
genitive would have meant, ‘when X was stamping’."" Bur, as 
Mango has observed, this meaning of papo seems to occur only 
in modern demotic.'** Talbot Rice added optimistically, “But if 
the stamping was done in а brickworks, it seems possible that a 
colloquialism might have been adopted and that it is merely by 
chance that we do not know of the word's early usage." How- 
ever, there is probably no need to suppose that any verbs other 
than cppoyife and толтодо were used to refer to the process of 
marking an object with a die." Furthermore, Mamboury's 


9% Mango, “Bock Stamps", 13. 

U* Schneider, "Ziegelsvernpel', 264 no. 13. 

€? табата. This ridiculous reading was corrected by Mango ("Brick Stamps’, 25, 
although the broken stamp is not ta be completed as he suggests in n. 74: the indic- 
tions on the stamps differ), Even Schneider went so far as to suggest the reading 
Вар(вүтәз in one case ("Ziegelstempel", 266 no. бі); 

" Blandal, Varangians, 188. 

М: Mamboury, "Nouvelle Lecture’, 122-5. 

"* Notes in Mamboury's archive, taken from a letter received from Demangel 
dated з February 1941,show char Qemangel was not comfortable with Mamboury's 
Варсаутос. He observed firstly that а verb would normally follow its subject 
(whereas BA usually precedes the name), and secondly thar the presence of a verb 
meaning ‘stamped’ was not really necessary. Consequently, he preferred the adjec- 
uve facio, WH Mango, "Brick Stamps’, 23. 

"Я СРП, тоб n. 1. Manacorda, 'Bolls laterizi*, 146 n. 169 also finds Mamboury's 


solution the most convincing. 


че In the Diegesis, the bricks used in the church's dome are described as ‘sealed’, 
employing the verb copariLur see Diegesis 14, 28 (discussed above p. 4). Similarly, а 
late fourth-cenrury bowl from Syria is stamped with the inscription "АЙаДатас 
сәрмтүісеуі see Cruikshank Dodd, Silver Stamps, 4-5, 130-1 (по, 81). 
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proposed reading of the inscriptions terminating in BAPECA 
and BAPEC leaves them without any name; in fact, the former 
should almost certainly be read Papel ) Caf ) (1192.1a), and 
the latter (which may not have been illustrated with absolute 
reliability by Seure, who published the stamp) should perhaps 
Бе read Вар ) CC) (1707.1a). The possibility that Mamboury 
had misinterpreted these two inscriptions was observed by 
Maletskos,'” who in turn argued that the abbreviation Bap() or 
Вареї ) was to be completed Papo ог ф@ре1їс‚ terms which, he 
claimed, referred to the stamped bricks themselves. Yer the 
single stamp adduced by Maletskos to support the reading Варо 
was itself misread by him, and is in fact to be resolved 
іу(біктибуос) В” Вор( ) Аво ).5 Of all che suggestions, only 
Mamboury's unlikely Варесамтос would account for аре(), 

I am unable to present a definitive solution to this problem. 
To begin, it is notentirely clear whether we are dealing with one 
word or more than one. B, BA, BAP, and BAPE are apparently 
used interchangeably,'* and are, therefore, presumably equiva- 
lent in meaning.'* That would seem to suggest that we are deal- 
ing with a single word beginning Papel )," although the 
conclusion need not necessarily follow. It is, for instance, con- 
ceivable that we are dealing with two words, one beginning 
Bay ), and the other beginning pe( ), since it is notimpossible that 
the first word could, on occasion, have been used alone, leaving 
the second word to be understood. If Ba ) is indeed the first of 
two abbreviated words, then we might suggest that Bo(ctAéwc) 
or а form of Bo(cilixóc) qualified an uncertain and optional 
word beginning pe( ). Another possibility is Ba(vicitAww), aterm 
that appears in a sixth-century papyrus from Egypt, and appears 


W Maletskos, "Plinthos', 269. 

HE Maletskos, '"Plinthas', 271, pl. $4.2 (153.16). 

И? See n, 171. 

ІМ Seen. 172. 

ІМ The rare occurrence of AA (483), AB (1617, 1043), PBA (1499, 1166, 1167), ог 
BP (887?) are possibly to be explained by the carelessness or illiteracy of the die- 


to have been a measure of 3,000 bricks.!? Again, the solution for 
the optional word beginning pef ) would remain to be found. If, 
however, we divide the letters so as to give Bap() ef ) or notat all, 
giving Bapa( ), then we at least have a clue as to the meaning, 
since the stem Pap- indicates physical or metaphorical weight. 
The reference is most unlikely to be to the weight of the bricks, 
since no numerical value accompanies the abbreviation. We 
may, however, be dealing with burdens of some kind. If the 
individuals named on the stamps are domini, then it is con- 
cetvable that the reference is to burdens of taxation. The neuter 
noun Ворос was certainly used, in the plural, of tax obliga- 
tions, ? and since the word іубіктіймос and the name of the 
individual are almost always given in the genitive case when they 
appear in full on brickstamps, the genitive plural Ворёоу (con- 
tracted to форбу) might be proposed as a possible solution. 
However, bricks bearing the abbreviation Воҳ ), Bop( ), or 
Bape( ) were used not only in public but also in private con- 
struction projects, and 1n the context of private supply a term 
referring to state requistions would have had no relevance. 
Perhaps bricks that were surplus to state requirements were sold 
for private use, or perhaps the names on some stamps are those 
of officinatores, in which case Bapéev (if the correct solution) 
might have been used to refer to contractual obligations. 
Another possibility is that the term Вореос or ф@рёшу was used 
to refer not to financial or contractual burdens but to a load or 
loads of bricks: “[brick] of the load(s) of Х". 1 may finally add 
that a consideratian of the formulae on Roman brickstamps, 
such as ex praedis, ex figlinis, ex officinis, and opus doliare, does 
not immediately suggest a solution. 


cutters, rather than го be taken as clear evidence that each letter abbreviares a 
separate word. 

шт P Oey үні, 2097, | am grateful to Jairus Banaji for this reference. 

™ Sixth century papyri: P. Carr. Мавр, i, 670064; 1. 67002411, рр, 6715 1,120, 140; 
L 67097.44; Stud. Pal vii.1273. See also Karayannnpoulos, Finanzwesen, 243 and 
Lemerle, Agrarian History, 117, 171, 224, 228, 


СНАРТЕК 3 





Stamping, storage, and supply 


I. STAMPED AND UNSTAMPED BRICKS 


On the basis of figures derived from the dismantling of small 
amounts of brickwork in various parts of the church of 5t 
Polyeuktos, it has been estimated that about ус per cent of 
bricks were stamped.! Earlier studies, however, had claimed— 
without providing any supporting evidence—that the propor- 
tion was as low as опе ina hundred.? For the sake of comparison, 
it may be noted that it has been estimated (again, presumably on 
the basis of a general impression) that то per cent of Roman 
bricks were stamped in the late first century, and between 20 and 
şo per cent during Hadrian's reign. Helen has suggested two 
explanations for brickstamps appearing on only a proportion of 
Roman bricks: either all producers stamped a proportion of 
their bricks, or a proportion of producers stamped all of their 
bricks. Clearly, however, the situation may not have been quite 
so simple: various producers may have stamped different pro- 
portions of their bricks, and the proportion of bricks that they 
stamped may not have been constant over time, It should at least 
be possible, given adequate archaeological dara, to assess the 
ratio of stamped bricks to unstamped bricks for a single pro- 
ducer at a particular time. This would, however, require the dis- 
mantling of a wall containing bricks stamped with the same 
name, indiction number, and, if possible, accessory letter. 

The St Polyeuktos statistics are based on structural elements 
in which a variety of stamps appeared, differing with regard to 


! Hill, “Brickstamps’, 222 reports, "The total numbers of stamped and unstamped 
bricks in contexts where the газо could be determined were 88 stamped bricks and 
тот unstamped bricks’, but incomplete support for this assertion is given in Hill's 
Section I (pp. 221-2). Hill omits to mention in Section L9 that the dismantling of the 
twelve courses of brickwork that had collapsed from the staircase vault during the 
winter of 1967-68 revealed a кора of 41 stamped bricks and 36 unstamped bricks, Of 
the stamped bricks, all but one was laid with the stamp on the underside, This cata- 
logue and that of Hill includes до of these 41 stamped bricks, Therefore, the ratios of 
stamped bricks ro unstamped bricks fram various parts of St Polyeukros are 19254 
(ътът, wall, north end), 12:4 (1121, wall, south end), 11:37 (16817, fallen pier), and 
41:36 (collapsed staircase vault). Consequently, it appears that the overall ratio was 
89:101. For the catalogue numbers of the stamped bricks from these locations, 
consult Tables 21 and 22 (which include associated debris in addition to pieces found 
in siti). 

* GP L, 28, and, probably following the claim made there, Еи, “Tuglalar’, 13 
and Mango, "Brick Stamps’, 26. 

з Lugli, Tecnica edilizia romana, ру. 

! Helen, Organization, 24. ' | 

* The number of bricks recovered from any single context during the 51 
Polyeuktos excavations is not large enough to be helpful. 


both names and indictions. This means, of course, that the data 
concerned do not indicate the proportion of bricks that were 
stamped іп a single barch from a single workshop, Exactly what 
can be deduced from the general ratio of 89 stamped bricks to 
тот unstamped bricksis, therefore, difficult to assess, It might be 
suggested that, despite the mixing of bricks from different 
batches and workshops at St Polyeuktos, we can nevertheless 
deduce that about half of any kiln-laad of bricks was stamped. 
This, however, is far from certain, since the basis on which 
bricks were selected for stamping may not have been very 
systematic. If, as has been suggested elsewhere,” it was the most 
accessible bricks that were stamped whilst they were laid out to 
dry, then the proportion of stamped bricks may have varied 
considerably between batches and between workshops. On the 
other hand, some support for the suggestion that about jo per 
cent of bricks were stamped comes from the excavations in the 
Great Palace. Talbot Rice asserts that, in the late sixth-century 
cistern beneath the Peristyle, about half of the bricks bore a 
stamp. Numerous examples of only two kinds of stamp were 
found in the structure, and both may refer to the same indi- 
vidual, and were presumably manufactured at the same time,” 


2. STORAGE AND SUPPLY 


Brickstamps and the locations in which they are found provide 
some clues about the location of brick stores and the supply 
system between the place of manufacture and the building site. 
First, we may note that there is often a predominance of stamps 
bearing a single name in a single architectural element. At the 
church of St Polyeuktos, the name "Ауантугої» predominated 
on bricks from the vault under the staircase; in certain walls 
of the substructures, brickstamps marked with the name 
Kevetavtivov were most common; and in some superstructure 
elements, the name I ézpov was frequent." During excavations 
at the Great Palace in 195 3-55, large numbers of stamps bearing 
the name Kmveravrivou were found on reused bricks in situ in 
the walls of a vaulted chamber to the south of the Apsed Hall, 
and similar stamps appeared on the bricks in the rubble that had 


* See p. б. 
"РЇЇ, 15 and таё nos. 2-3. For the date of the cistern, see pp. 134-8, 4: 
* See Tables 21 and 12. 
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been used to fill the chamber. Presumably, many of the bricks 
had come from a single, demolished structure.’ Of the stamped 
bricks recovered from the fallen vaults that had once supported 
the floor of the Apsed Hall, some 9o per cent bore various 
stamps with the inscription "ожкумою скрії ).'° These examples 
show that, whatever the precise stages in the progress of the 
bricks from the manufactories to the building site, and despite 
whatever mixing of the bricks may have occurred in storage or 
during construction, large numbers of bricks bearing the same 
name nevertheless ended up being used together in the same 
building and in the same architectural elements. 

Evidence that bricks were stored at the point of manufacture 
comes from the excavations at St Polyeuktos. The majority of 
bricks (39 in total) found in the debris of a collapsed barrel-vault 
(levels тзт, 138, 140, and 143) bore the name Каустамтімою with 
indiction у (832.1a, 835.1a 855.1a, 837.1а). However, seven 
bricks bore stamp 834.1a with the same name bur with the 
previous indiction, D. In the ‘wall west of the slip-road' were 
found bricks with the name Kevetavtivov, two of which 
carried indiction Y" (840.14), and five of which bore indiction В" 
(834.1). The evidence would seem to suggest that bricks made 
in consecutive indictions were stored close to their place of 
manufacture, transported together, and then used together in 
the same architectural element. 

Further evidence for stockpiling at the manufactory may be 
provided by the accessory letters. Such letters occurred ar St 
Polyeuktos on stamps bearing the name Петро, and a large 
number of bricks carrying such stamps were recovered from the 
superstructure pier that had fallen into the atrium. Amongst 
them were stamps with accessory letters к, A, and v." Whether 
the additional letters refer to officinatores contracted to the 
same dominus or to workshops under the control of the same 
officinator, it would seem that bricks produced in various 
locations on the same property had been assembled and stored 
together оп that praperty, and had subsequently been trans- 
ported to the building site as a group. The evidence is 
insufficient to indicate whether each officinator possessed а 
separate store, or whether all the bricks made on a single estate, 
possibly by several afficanatores, were assembled in one large 
warchouse. 

Some sixth-century stamps carry the formula tijc véac (‘of the 
печу"). The formula often stands alone, but in other cases it 


* See below pp. 144-5. When Emerson and van Nice surveyed the south-east 
buttress of Hagia Sophia they noted, "The edges of the majority of bricks in some 
areas are badly chipped, while those in arcas above and below are uninjured, It 
appears that their edges were damaged to this marked extent by removal from old 
walls rather than by rough handling in transportanon. That they are found together 
in the wall came about in the natural course of building the church’ (Emerson and 
van Nice, ‘Preliminary Report’, 418). 

® Sec below pp. 144, 146, where it 1s explained that it is unclear whether these 
bricks were newly made or reused. 

п See below Table ar, 

n See below Table ar. 

О тобі, га, 1096.12, тофу. та, гтсо.та (as listed in Table 22). 
М See above pp. 20-1, 
H 20,81, 318-9, 342-4, 1413-16. 


is accompanied by a name in the genitive (or, occasionally, 
nominative) case, which might refer either to a dominus or to a 
contractor. Mango classified such stamps as “inscribed with the 
name of a building or a place", although, later in the same article, 
he expressed uncertainty as to the correct interpretation," [t is 
not clear whether the inscriptions including à name in the 
genitive should be taken to mean, ‘Of the new [missing feminine 
genitive] belonging to X' or '[Brick] of X [and] of the new [miss- 
ing feminine genitive]. Thesfirst possibility would seem to 
receive support from the word order of the stamps, since, when- 
ever а name is given, it is always placed after the formula tic 
уфос. In either case, the missing feminine noun might con- 
ceivably refer to an estate or brickmaking establishment, 
although exactly what the noun might be eludes me. Alterna- 
tively, since Constanninopolitan brickstamps frequently carry 
an indiction, and since no stamp carrying the formula tie véac 
carries an indiction in addition, the possibility must be con- 
sidered that the feminine genitive required to complete the sense 
із Імбаютибумос, giving the meaning, ‘[Brick] of X [and] of the 
new [indiction]’. 

The word імбіктісзу is qualified by the adjective véo in a large 
number of papyri." Bagnall and Worp have shown that initially 
the formula ‘xth new indiction’ was employed during the first 
three or four years of a new fifteen-year cycle. After 347, how- 
ever, the formula came to refer not to the first years of a new 
cycle, but to any forthcoming indiction year (in contrast to the 
yearat the time of writing). Considering that the brickstamps on 
which the words тїс vége occur are to be dated to the sixth 
century, it is surprising that papyri of the fifth and sixth 
centuries rarely refer to a ‘new indiction’, occurrences of the 
term being most common in the fourth century. There is, in fact, 
only one reference to a ‘new indiction' that has been dated, 
tentatively, to the sixth century.'* It occurs іп an inscription 
from Philai. Because this dating is uncertain, and because by far 
the majority of other references are dated to the fourth century, 
Bagnall and Worp consider rejecting the proposed date." 

It is, therefore, possible that stamps bearing the formula тїс 
véac were employed to mark bricks that had been made in excess 
of the annual quota stated in the locatio conductio contract, and 
which were to be carried over to the accounts for the following 
tax year. Alternatively, they may have been used to indicate 
bricks that were to be handed aver to the state in the following 
tax year to meet the requirements of the next annual levy. Either 
way, these stamps would suggest a degree of stockpiling at the 
point of manufacture. 

Although large numbers of bricks stamped with the same 
name have been reported in the same architectural contexts, 
there was frequently much more mixing of brick. A sample of 
roughly contemporary brickstamps from a single site invariably 

" Mango, "Brick Stamps", 24, 26. í 

" Bagnall and Worp, Chronological Systems, 30-5 list examples with known 
indiction years and provide full discussion. 

м], Philae, ii. 125. 

^ Bagnall and Worp, Chronologia! Systems, 35. 
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displays a large number of different names, even in a single 
architectural element.” This is true of both public buildings 
(such as the Land Walls and the Baths of Zeuxippos) and private 
constructions (such as the Palace of Antiochus and St Poly- 
cuktos). Whether the names on the stamps refer to domini who 
owned or leased lands in close proximity to one another, or to 
officinatores operating on clay-bearing lands controlled by the 
same dominus, this evidence suggests that bricks manufactured 
in different places had become mingled, perhaps in storage, 
during transportation, or at the building site. 

Evidencefrom St Polyeuktos illustrates not only the mingling 
of stamps with different names but also the stockpiling of brick. 
Debris from the eastern end of the fallen superstructure pier 
contained seven bricks reading ПЕтроо with indiction vy’, and 
five older bricks carrying the name Tpogipov with indiction 
10.2 The debris of a collapsed barrel vault (levels 131, 138, 140, 
and 143) contained one brick bearing the name "Арістет.. with 
indiction 67 in addition to older bricks stamped Kovetavtivou 
with indictions В/ and у". The ‘wall west of the slip-road' con- 
tained bricks stamped with the names Oeoóópo(v) and N(Uia(), 
with indiction ғ”, as well as older material stamped with 
Коустаутіуол and indictions B^ and у"? Mortar impressions in 
the floor between levels 1118* and 1119* were of stamps reading 
Kevetavtivov with indiction у, and "Арістєї with indiction 
В^2* In the case of each architectural context, the older bricks 
must have been in storage for a time. It seems unlikely that 
bricks would have been left standing for a year or more on the 
building site; storage—either at the place of manufacture or in a 
depot serving many figlinae—would seem a more plausible 
explanation. 

If the names on the stamps refer to officinatores, then the 
occurrence of numerous names in a single structure might be 
explained by the existence of warehouses serving the various 
officinatores who worked on the estate of a particular dominus. 
If, on the other hand, the names on the stamps refer to domini, 
then we must postulate the existence of depots to which huge 
numbers of bricks from various estates were transported, and 
from which bricks were withdrawn—with little or no regard for 
the names they bore—to be delivered to the building site. 
Warehouses for the storage of bricks are known in Rome at 
various periods. We possess references to a portus Corneli(i), 
portus Neapolitanus, and portus Parrae.? The portus. Licini, 
which is the subject of a letter preserved by Cassiodorus, has 
already been mentioned.” It was а harbour, presumably located 


X "This is shown clearly by the table of names for each site (see Table 12, where 
stamps believed to be contemporary appear under the heading ‘Included in the 
sample’). On the methods used to deduce samples of contemporary material see 
below pp. 46-52. 

% See below Table 22. 

м Sec below Table 21. 

з For references to these warehouses, see: Platner and Ashby, Dictionary, 431; 
Richardson, Dictionary, 320; LTUR, iv. 154, s.vv. Por(tus) Cor(nelii?), Port(us) 
Lic(ini) (L: Camilli), 15 5, s.vv. Por(tus) Neapo(litanus) (L. Chioffi), Portus Parrae 
(1.. Camilli). x Seep, 13. 


2 See below Table 21. 9 See below Table 21. 


on the Tiber, that served as a storage and redistribution depot 
for bricks. Brickstamps indicate that it served а number of 
figlinae, which were probably located in the Sabina, along the 
rivers Farfa and Nera.” In the Baths of Caracalla (211—17) in 
Rome, bricks from several figlinae were used in the construction 
ofa single architectural element. Although some mixing of brick 
may haveoccurred on the building site during the construction 
of the baths, it is likely that much of it occurred at the portis 
Licini?” It is certainly possible that such a depot existed in 
Constantinople, where similar mixing may have occurred. 


3. BUILDING-SITE ACTIVITY 


Related to the question of stockpiling is the problem of inter- 
preting the distribution of indictions on the brickstamps found 
in a particular building. At first sight, the obvious explanation 
for a peak in the distribution of indictions is that it indicates an 
increase in on-site building activity to a point of maximum 
intensity, followed by a decrease in activity as the finishing 
touches were made (see, for example, Table 3). But it seems 
unlikely that construction work would begin with small 
supplies of bricks that gradually increased in size each year, 
rather than with a single large delivery which included a pro- 
portion of old stock. Indeed, it has been noted above that bricks 
laid at the same time, whether bearing a single name or several 
different ones, had not all been produced in the same year. 
Consequently the frequency of a particular indiction does not 
accurately indicate the intensity of construction in that year. 
Bricks that were delivered to a construction site in one tax year 
may have been manufactured one, two or three years earlier, 
depending on how much stockpiled material a manufacturer 
possessed. Thus, at St Polyeuktos, it is possible that construc- 
tion of the foundations began in indiction y" (the bricks stamped 
with a^ and В’ being old stock) and that construction of the 
superstructures began in indiction тү (the bricks with w^ and В“ 
being old stock).?* The problem is an important one with respect 
to the uncertain dating of the Palace of Antiochus and of 
Antiochus' praepositure. It is possible that construction of the 
palace began in the first indiction. The fact that the majority of 
bricks supplied to the site bore the previous, fifteenth, indiction 
could be explained by the delays in getting newly manufactured 
bricks from the production sites to the building site. The bricks 
made in even earlier years would have had to have been in 
storage for a time.” If, as has been suggested, the basilica of St 
John of Stoudios was indeed built to house the head of the 
Baptist discovered in 453, then the material stamped with the 
latest indictions must represent the date construction began; all 
earlier material must have been stockpiled." 


ғ Sec Bloch, “Ziegelstempel’, 200~1; Sceinby, "Ziegelstempel', 1511-12; DeLaine, 
Caracalla, 90-1. 
и See DeLaine, Caracalla, 256-8. 


? Sec below pp. 113-16, 9 See below pp. 107-9. " See below p. 109. 





CHAPTER 4 





Construction in Constantinople, and the 
beginning and end of brickstamping 


I. FINGERMARKING AND THE BEGINNING 
OF BRICKSTAMPING 


A small number of stamped bricks from Constantinople carry 
the formula DDDIA MM, i.c. (trinm) d(ominorum) n(ostrorum). 
If we grant that this refers to Constantine and his sons the 
Caesars Constantine and Constantius, the stamps are to be 
dated to 326-33, and are the earliest known Constantinopolitan 
brickstamps. 

Other early material—in this case unstamped—was dis- 
covered during excavations conducted їп 193$ outside the 
exonarthex of Justinian's Hagia Sophia. The work revealed the 
remains of the monumental facade of the atrium of an earlier 
church built during the reign of Theodosius IL? A vaulted drain 
discovered below the paving of the street to the west of the 
atrium's remains yielded bricks measuring 280 x 280 x 33 mm., 
and these were marked only with diagonal lines made with the 
fingers.’ Since the bricks were much smaller than the typical 
bricks produced in fifth-century Constantinople,* the drain 
should perhaps be associated with the first Great Church, which 
was begun under Constantius П in about 350, and dedicated a 
decade later. 

Fingermarked bricks of a similar size (270-300 mm. square) 
were recovered by Mamboury from the substructures at the 
northern end of the Great Palace (areas Aa and Ab) (1738.1b, 
1743.24, 1737.14, 1737.2а, 1743.14, 1744.1a). Although the 
structures themselves date to the sixth century and later,’ it 
seems that the fingermarked bricks had been reused. It is not 
unlikely that they had been salvaged from demolished palatial 
buildings of the original Constantinian phase. 

Further fingermarked bricks were found in 1950 in repairs 
made to the piers of the Hippodrome. Mamboury records in his 
notes that the majority of the bricks in the piers (that is, those 
relating to the original construction phase) measured about 310 


! See p. 118, 

2 For further details, see pp. 55-6. 

У Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 264; Schneider, Westhof, 3-4. 
1 See pp. 102-6. 

У Sce pp. 147-50. 


x удо x 55-60 mm., and that repairs had been made with bricks 
measuring 260 x 260 x 5o mm. (with fingermarks forming the 
letter X) and 350 x 340 x 50 mm. Since the piers themselves are 
almost certainly to be ascribed to the Constantinian period, the 
repairs were undertaken later, but presumably still in the fourth 
century, before brickstamping became prevalent.* Bricks used 
to repair one of the Hippodrome piers measured 370 x 350 x 60 
mm. and carried horseshoe-shaped fingermarks. Similarly 
marked bricks were used in a drain to the west of the piers, and 
some of them bore a stamped cross in addition.’ 

On the basis of the evidence so far adduced, it would appear 
that in fourth-century Constantinople stamping was rare, and 
fingermarking much more common. Constantine planned to 
build a city with an area three and a half times as great as that of 
Byzantium? during a single decade,’ and the haste with which 
this massive construction programme was undertaken is 
reflected in claims that many of the emperor’s new buildings 
were unsound, necessitating repairs by his son and successor, 
Constantius 11.9 The existing, relatively small-scale industry in 
Byzantium must have expanded to cope with demand, but there 
was probably little time for it to be restructured according to the 
Roman model, and it may not have been very efficient. This may 
explain why brickstamping was so rarely undertaken. 

Both Schneider and Mamboury believed that bricks marked 
only with the fingers antedated stamped material and were 
typical of the fourth century." A progression from fingermarks 
to the more sophisticated stamp would seem logical, and such a 
development can in fact be observed elsewhere. Fingermarked 
bricks are known in the Tetrarchic period in Thessaloniki. 
Hébrard recorded several from the earliest construction phase 
of the Rotunda, which was built around the beginning of the 
fourth century. Later work, undertaken when the structure was 
converted into the church of St George, perhaps in the first half 


t Seep, 118. 

* Seep. 118. 

* Dagron, Naissance, 35. 

* Dagron, Naissance, 33. 

9 Julian, Orations, 1.33 (ed. Bidez, 59); Zosimus, Mew [istory, 252-5. 
и Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 264. Mamboury, ‘Fouilles ПІ", 455. 
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of the fifth century, yielded bricks marked with mould-made 
marks in relief. 

Some fingermarked bricks from Constantinople carry stamps 
in addition. In his notes, Mamboury suggested that bricks so 
marked should be placed in a period of transition berween the 
use of fingermarks and the use of stamps. It 15, however, clear 
that fingermarking continued to be undertaken long after 
stamping had been introduced, since fngermarks appear in con- 
junction with both fifth- and sixth-century stamps." It would, 
therefore, be quite wrong to assign all bricks with both finger- 
marks and stamps to such a transitional period." 

Some fingermarks clearly take the form of letters, such as Ө, 
iD, and V, whereas others are just distinctive shapes, such as а 
figure-of-eight pattern. Fingermarks in the forms I, C, and X 
could be explained as either letters or simply lines, semicircles, 
and crosses. Such marks must have been intended to convey 
some sort of information; they are to be distinguished from 
fingermarks that were made either unintentionally when the 
clay was smoothed in the mould, or deliberately to form а key 
for the mortar." The significance of the letters and designs 15 
uncertain: they possibly indicate different brickmakers or 
different workshops." 


2. THE INTENSITY OF CONSTRUCTION 
IN CONSTANTINOPLE 


The beginning of systematic brickstamping is to be associated 
with the prolific building of the late fourth century, by which 
time the expanding brickmaking industry is likely to have 
adapted its organization to the needs of a city that was growing 
rapidly, and which was expected to continue to do so." From 
the late fourth century until the end of Justinian's reign, we have 
evidence of a multitude of building projects; and even if we 
imagine that the rate of construction remained steady from the 
beginning to the end of the period, the output of Constan- 
ünople's brick-kilns must have doubled during that time, 


" Hébrard, '5alomque', 21-4 with бр. 9 (fingermarks), and зт with fig. r4. 
Makaronas, "Ta Okragoónon', 309 fig. 6, records material similarly &ngermarked 
from the Octagon in Thessaloniki. For the ‘stamped’ material from Thessaloniki, 
see: Vickers, "Brickstamps'; Croke, ‘Hormisdas’; Croke, “Thessalonika’; Spieser, 
Thetsalonique, 127 n. 5; Torp, ‘Rotunda’, 18-19. 

З ер. улла (AM 290), 83.1a (AM 143), 975.12 (Palace of Antiochus), 1161.12 
(Hagia Eirene), 1291.12, 1304-14, 1574.12 (all fifrh-century); $86.16 (AM 2), 772.1h 
(АМ ттт), 969.1d (AM 128), 817. 1h (AM 212) (all sixth-century). 

н Тһе dating of some stamps marked with both fingermarks and stamps is 
ancertain: 166,1a (Hagia Sophia), 474.1b (AM 3), e96.1a (AM 184). 

З See above pp. 5-6. 

“ Besides the fingermarked bricks caralogued here, Mamboury claims w have 
seen тапу fingermarked bricks in the baths ar Ankara, and at the Kerko Porta in 
Constantinople. Note also, e.g. the bricks from Africa bearing finger-made chi-rho 
monograms (DACL, fig. 1711) and the fingermarked material from Justintan’s 
church of St John in Ephesus (Hörmann, Johanneskirche, 176). Fingermarks are 
also frequent оп Romano-British material, where their significance із equally 
problematical (Brodribb, Brick and Tile, гоу-4, 127). 

" The city's development from the fourth to the seventh centuries is admirably 
sketched by Mango, Développement. We await his longer study. 


simply because of the growing preference for brick overstone as 
a construction material.™ 

During the demolition of the brick pillars of the southern 
retaining wall of the Forum Tauri in June 1948, Mamboury 
observed that none of the bricks discovered bore a stamp." 
According to the Chronicon Paschale, the forum was inaugur- 
ated undet Theodosius I in 393." This negative evidence may 
indicate that systematic brickstamping had still not begun in 
Constantinople at the end of the fourth century. Since the 
archaeological record of these remains is, however, meagre, it is 
difficult to exclude the possibility that the terracing had been 
constructed before the forum was established, perhaps even 
under Constantine, when the Mese was laid out. Unfortumately, 
other monuments erected under Theodosius I have not yielded 
bricks that might help to clarify the situation, and at present the 
Land Walls and the second Great Church—both of the early 
fifth century—provide us with the first dated evidence for 
systematic brickstamping.? Nevertheless, it cannot be doubted 
that from the time of Theodosius | Constantinople began to 
develop rapidly (Fig. 2). 

During Theodosius' reign a surprising number of triumphal 
monuments were erected. Work on the Forum Tauri probably 
started shortly after Promotus's victory over the Goths in 386, 
since the campaign seems to have been the subject af the 
spiralling relief sculpture carved on the column erected there.” 
If Theophanes is to be believed, the column was erected as early 
as 385/6, therefore before the triumphal procession of 
Theodosius and his son Arcadius on 12 October 386." The 
forum itself was not inaugurated until 393,” and in the follow- 
ing year, a statue of Theodosius was set up there.“ The same 
victory over the Goths was perhaps the occasion of the erection 
of the Goths’ Column, which was assembled on the acropolis 
(Saray Burnu) from architectural spoils, including a capital 
of the early third century.” Shortly after the victory over the 

Я беер. рі. 

" The demolition was part of extensive destruction of Byzantine remains in the 
area during the expansion of the University in 1944-50, and the archaeological 
record was made hastily without detailed surveying. бес Mamboury, "Сопіті- 
bution’, 252-3: Mamboury, “Nouvelle Lecrure’, 111; Mamboury, ‘Fouilles ІП", 
433-4- The remains of the southern terrace wall demolished in 1948 are mapped by 
Miuller-Wiener, Aifdlexibon, 261, pl. 294, area D (the label D has been omitted from 
the remains herween A and E) with details on p. 260, 

Further remains of this southern terrace wall were exposed in 1953 (Müller- 
Wiener, Bildlexikon, 261, fig. 294 area E with details on p. 260). These are described 
by Ward-Perkins (GP IT, 64-5), who oddly ascribes the terrace wall to the period of 
"its incorporation within the city by Theodosius II and the monumental develop- 
ment of the area". The region was, of course, part of the city in Constantine's day and 
was monumentally developed by Theodosius 1. 

9 Chronicon Paschale, 565. а 

71 See pp. 54-6, 197, 122-4. 

= Cedrenus, i. $66 staves that the reliefs commemorated victories over Scythians 
and barbarians. 

7 "Theophanes, Chromcfe, лм 5875. 

м Mango, Développement, 43 is cautious about Theophanes" date. 

" Chronicon Paschale, 565. 

м Chronicon Paschale, үбү. It is unclear whether this was the stame on top of the 
column or Theodosius' equestrian statue, which was placed on a rectangular marble 


base decorated with reliefs, 
г Peschlow, *Gotensaule' ascribes the monument to Theodosius 1, whereas 
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Fic. 2. Map of Papstantinople, showing the location of many sites mentioned in the text 
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western usurper Magnus Maximus in 388, and before the 
emperor's triumphal entrance into Constantinople on ro 
November 391, the Golden Gate was erected as a triumphal arch 
close to the Sea of Marmara, and about 1.5 km. outside the 
Constantinian walls.** The same victory was commemorated by 
rhe erection of an Egyptian obelisk on the esripos of the 
Hippodrome;” and, at about the same time, a second obelisk 
was ser up in another new forum created at the Strategion.” 

The reign of Theodosius also saw the reclamation of land то 
the south-west of the Forum Tauri in Region ГХ, thus creating 
the quarter called Kainopolis." Here, two granaries were estab- 
lished to store the grain imported from Egypt: the Horrea 
Alexandrina and the Ноттент Theodosianum.” ‘The bay 
remaining to the west of this reclaimed area was dredged to 
create a new port on the city’s southern shore. This brought 
Constantinople’s harbour capacity to its maximum level, for it 
was not increased in any later period.” Under Theodosius, work 
continued on the extensive programme of water supply, which 
had been begun under Valens (364-78). New aqueducts and 
underground channels were constructed to bring water to the 
sity from the area of Bizye (modern Vize), along the Istranca 
mountains for a distance of over 120 km.,™ thus supplementing 
the meagre supply brought in by the Hadrianic aqueduct. By the 
ла of Theodosius’ reign, the system of water distribution, like 
the city’s harbour capacity, had reached its maximum develop- 
ment 

Provision for the storage of water needed to be improved, 
however—not least to ensure that the city's huge bathing 
establishments could remain open. In 407, under Theodosius’ 
successor, Arcadius (395-408), a huge subterranean cistern was 


Mango, "Triumphal Way’ 177 associates it with Constantine's victory over the 
Goths in 332. Lydus claims that the column was erected to commemorate Pompey 
the Great's recaprure of Byzantium from Mithridates, but such events never 
sccurred. The suggestion of Stichel, "Fortuna Redux’, 481-92, that the monument 
was їп fact built in honour of Pompey, the nephew of Anastasius, and thar he was 
involved in the victory over Vitalian's Thracian and Scythian troops in $15, seems 
unlikely, particularly given that there are historical events chat approximate closely 
ta those that Lydus describes: the advance of Flaccus and Fimbria on Byzantium 
from Thessaly in the winrer of 86/85 nc, in che process driving out of Europe the 
remaitng Рогі garrisons of Mithridates. It is not difficult to believe that Pompey 
the Great might have become wrongly associated with these events, but why these 
events should have become connected with the column is less easy to understand. 


75 For the date, see Bardill, ‘Golden Gare’. 

* For the date of the erection of the obelisk, Marcellinus, Chronicle, 39. 

% The Мона Urbis Constantinapolitanag 6.11—12, ed. Seeck, 233, refers zo 
Strategium, in quo est forum Tbeodosiacum et obeliscus Thebaeus quadrus, The 
obelisk was seen by Pierre Gilles in 1544 in the gardens of the Topkapi palace: 
P. Gilles, De topagraphia Constantinopaleos, 2.11. See Mango, Développement, 43; 
Manga, 'Columns', 19-20; Mango, "Strategion' . 

* Mango, Développement, 18, 45. 

* Mango, Développement, 40, 45. 

9 Mango, Développement, 39-46, 45; Mango, ‘Shoreline’, 25. 

У The source was to the north of the modern village of Pazarh, and the 
channel probably entered the city south of Edirnekapı: Within the city, а channel 
apparently relating to this system has been located аг the foor of the so-called 
Aqueduct of Valens. See Сереп, Water Supply, chs. 2-3; Crow and Ricci, ‘Long 
Wall’, 237-9, 253-9; Crow and Ricci, 'Anastasian Wall’, 241-3; Bono et ala Water 
Supply". 

5 Mango, Développentent, 42-3. Mango, "Water Supply", 9-14. 


built close to Constantine's forum, and the Arcadianai Baths 
were constructed in Region I, either in honour of the emperor 
himself or of his daughter Arcadia." 

In the first year of Arcadius' reign, the Porticoes of Domninus 
were constructed along a main north-south street that inter- 
sected the Mese between the Forum of Constantine and the 
Forum Tauri.” Ir is possible that the street had already been 
planned under Theodosius 1, who is said to have built the 
monumental four-sided arch topped by a pyramidal weather- 
vane (the the Bronze Tetrapylon or Anemodoulion) that doubt- 
less stood at this intersection.” In 402/3, yet another new public 
forum, that of Arcadius, was established—this time along the 
southern branch of the Mese in Region XIL* The monumental 
column thar stood within it, the base of which still survives, 
closely resembled that of Theodosius I," and was decorated 
with military scenes, probably depicting the campaign against 
Gainas in 400." Not until 10 July 421, under Theodosius II, was 
it topped with Arcadius’ statue.” 

In дод, the erection of a statue of the Empress Eudoxia at the 
Pittakia provoked riots during which numerous public build- 
ings were burned." Afterwards, both che Hippodrome and the 
Great Church were repaired (the latter must have been attended 
to before 406), and it is possible, but not certain, that Arcadius 
saw to the reconstruction of the Senate House and Augustaion, 
which were also damaged. Following the fires, laws were passed 
to ensure that the new colonnaded streets were built to 
more exacting safety specifications.“ The creation of such long, 
porticoed avenues helps to explain the vast number of column 
capitals produced in Constantinople in this period.” 

Already under Theodosius I, if the orator Themistius is ta be 
believed, the city within the Walls of Constantine had expanded 
to such an extent that there was an imminent need for new 
circuit walls. Indeed, the Golden Gate had probably been built 
to indicate the boundary that those future walls should define.“ 
Butit was left to Arcadius to begin construction of a new double 
line of fortifications, which were located about 1-5 km. west of 
those of Constantine, stretching for 6.5 km. between the Sea of 

* Marcellinus, Chrome, 207. 

7 Монша Urbis Consiantinapolitanae 2.13. 

H Theophanes, Chronicle, лм 5887. Berger, Patria, 310, 319-21, 442-4. Berger, 
'Regionen', 395. 

У See below, p. 129. The monument is ascribed ta Theodosius I by Constantine 
the Rhodian (see Mango, Art, 44-2). 

8 Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 250-3. For the date, see Theophanes, Chronicle, 
AM $895. This date may be one year toa late, since Theophanes places Gainas’ defeat 
in goo under Ам 5894 (401/2). 

H Cedrenus, i. 567. Оп the remains, see Konrad, ' Arkadiossaule', 

© For this interpretation of rhe reliefs, see Liebeschuetz, ‘Cover up’ and 
Liebeschuetz, Barbarians and Bishops, 120-2, 273-8. 

? Marcellinus, Chronicle, 421; Chronicon Paschale, $79. lt is presumably because 
Theodosius IT completed this forum thar the Монша Urbis Conttantinapolitanae 
гу то refers to it as forum Theodoniacum. 

^ Miüller-Wiener, Bildlextkon, 52-3; Socrates, Ecclesiastical! History, 6.18; 
Sozomen, Ecclesiastical History, 8.32; Zosimus, New History, $.24.3-6. 

З See below pp. 54-5. 

4 See СТВ 15.1.44-6 (406). Betsch, Capital, 163-82. See p. 78. 

* This thesis has been developed by Betsch, Capital, 166-82. 

*!'lhemistius, Oran, 18,223b. Bardill, ‘Golden Gare", 
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Marmara and the Golden Horn. This massive undertaking, 
which was begun around 46$ under the direction of the 
Praetorian Prefect Anthemius, seems to have formed part of the 
emperor's plan to secure the succession of his young son, 
Theodosius. In that it was successful, and Anthemius brought 
the work to completion under Theodosius ПІ in 413. The 
stamped bricks from these walls are, however, difficult to date, 
owing to the large number of occasions on which the 
fortifications were repaired during their long history. 

The general impression is that Arcadius concentrated on the 
streets and public spaces of the city, on the provision of public 
baths and water supply, and on protecting the inhabitants. But 
some private buildings are attested in Arcadius’ reign, amongst 
the secular ones being the five domus belonging to the emperor's 
daughters Marina, Arcadia, and Pulcheria.” As for the founders 
of religious establishments, mention may be made of Rufinus 
and Caesarius. The former, the praetorian prefect of 392-95," 
possessed an estate near Chalcedon where he founded а 
martyrium to house relics of SS Peter and Paul brought from 
Rome. He also built а monastery (which he staffed with 
Egyptian monks) and a magnificent adjacent palace." Flavius 
Caesarius, formerly consul in 397,? is said to have purchased a 
monastery from followers of Macedonius, once patriarch of 
Constantinople. A certain Eusebia had bequeathed the property 
to the monks on condition that they secretly interred her there 
with the relics of the Forty Martyrs of Sebaste, which she keptin 
her house, Caesarius wished to bury his own wife beside 
Eusebia, since both women had been friends and partisans of 
Macedonius. Having acquired the land, which lay just outside 
the Constantinian walls, he demolished the monastery, buried 
his wife, and built a church dedicated to St Thyrsus above the 
graves. He also constructed a tomb for himself close by." 

Under Theodosius IT (408-50) construction of the Land 
Walls continued, until their completion c.413. The fortification 
of part of the coast allegedly began in 439, but doubts have been 
expressed as to the accuracy of the information. The city 
walls henceforth required regular attention, and following the 
devastating earthquake of 447, the Land Walls (and possibly 
also the Sea Walls) were extensively repaired in бо days by the 
Praetorian Prefect Constantine. 

Like his father, Theodosius paid a great deal of attention to 
the adornment of the city, and to the provision of public spaces 
and amenities. In 412, a decree was given to the city prefect of 
Constantinople, Isidorus, ordering the completion of the Baths 


^ See below pp. 122-5. 

* Matitia Urbis Constantinopolitanay 2.12, 4.8, 10,7, 11.14, 12.9. 

М PLRE, i sv. Flavius Rufinus 18, 

М Thomas, Foundations, 11-3. 

М PERE, 1. єм. Fl. Caesarius 6. 

H Sozomen, Ecclesiastical History, 9.2. Thomas, Foundations, 16-17. Dagron, 
"Monachisme", 246-7. Janin, Églises, 247-8. Caesarius can hardly have still been alive 
at the time Pulcheria discovered the relies of the Forty Martyrs in his church of 
St Thyrsus, contrary to Chronicon Paschale, до (see trans. and comm. Whitby and 
Whitby i. 267). ** See below p. 123 n. 21. 

З See pp, 122-3. 


of Honorius and the construction of a colonnaded portico in 
front of them.” The Baths of Constantius, which had been 
begun in 345, were completed in 427 and inaugurated as the 
Baths of Theodosius. Work on another bathing complex was 
begun, and it was named after the emperor's wife, Athenais 
Eudokia. The storage system. necessary for sustaining the 
water-supply for these baths, as well as for drinking, and for 
industrial purposes, was also improved: in 421, Aetius con- 
structed a huge open cistern, in which the Karagümrük stadium 
near Edirne Кар! is now Jocated;? and at about the same 
time, the magister officiorum Philoxenus constructed a similar 
reservoir to the east of the Forum of Constantine, on the north 
side of the Mese“! Probably in 435, Theodosius had his own 
forum built outside the old Constantinian Golden Gate, The 
Troadesian Porticoes, which extended along the southern 
branch of the Mese from the Forum of Arcadius to the Walls of 
Constantine were reconstructed following a fire in 448,9 

The massive investment in public building during Theo- 
dosius’ reign is evident from the tale of Cyrus of Panopolis, 
protégé of the empress, He was praised highly—far too highly 
for the emperor’s liking—by the crowds in the Hippodrome, 
who chanted that he had practically rebuilt Constantine's city. 
The emperor believed the threat to his authority to be so great 
that, by 443, under the influence of the powerful eunuch 
Chrysaphius, he had arranged for Cyrus to be exiled to 
Cotyaeum in Phrygia. 

When the Notitia Urbis Constantinopolitanae (a semi-official 
region-by-region register of Constantinople’s monuments) was 
compiled around 425," there were apparently only fourteen * 
churches іп Constantinople. As Mango observes, however, the 
rate of construction quickly increased, meeting the desire of 
vainglorious patrons to house new relics, and far exceeding 
liturgical and pastoral requirements. The emperor's sister 
Pulcheria and wife, Eudokia, played an important role in this 
process. Eudokia’s prestige was greatly increased when, in 439, 
she returned from a pilgrimage to the Holy Land, bringing 
precious relics, including some of St Stephen, and perhaps also 


H CTh 15.1.50. PLRE, її, 631-3, s.v. Fl, Anthemius Isidorus 9. 

З Chronicon Paschale, 534, 80-1. Marcellinus, Chronicle, 427. 

М Монша Urbis Constantinopalitanae 6.19. 

9 Marcellinus, Chronicle, 421; Müller- Wiener, Bildlexikan, 278. 

“ Ват, "Lausus". 

= Marcellinus, Chronicle, 43$. Mango, Développement, ро with п. 31. Berger, 
"Tauros e Sigma" doubts the equation of the forum with the Sigma, which he prefers 
to explain as the sigma-plan portico of the palace of Helena, Constantine's mother. 

5 Marcellinus, Chronicle, 448. For the remains of the porticoes, see Mango, 
"Triumphal Way", 180 with n. sand fig, 3. 

^ Holum, Empreses 189-93. Theophanes, Chronicle, Ам 5937 and other late 
sources wrongly state that Cyrus built the Land Walls in бо days. For the confusion, 
sec Speck, "Mauerbau", It is often suggested that this error may indicare that Cyrus 
was in fact involved in the construction of the Sea Walls in 439. See: van Millingen, 
Walls, 51; Croke, 'Earthquakes', 145-6; Cameron, ‘Empress and Poet', 240-2; 
Mango, Développement, 2 п. 12; Chronicon Paschale, trans. Whitby and Whitby n. 
243. 
“ For the date of the Notitia Urbis Constantinopolitanae, see Speck, 'Mauerbau', 
144-10 and pp. 123-4. 

^ Mango, Développement, $2. 
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of St Polyeuktos, to whom she dedicated a church.” After 
Eudokia had been accused of adultery and exiled to Jerusalem, 
Pulcheria made the most of her absence, completing in 453 a 
church of St Laurence to which Eudokia’s relies of St Stephen 
were transferred.” The city’s most important ecclesiastical 
foundation, with which Pulcheria seems to have been closely 
involved, was the new cathedral, dedicated to the Holy Wisdom 
af God. This was erected on a grand scale between 412 and 415, 
an the site of the church that had been repaired by Arcadius after 
the fire of 404. The remains of the rear wall of the monumental 
vestibule of this church have yielded a few closely dated 
stamped bricks.” 

Naturally, the emperor, his family, and members of the court 
"ngaged in private building projects. The Great Palace, for 
instance, may have seen some important developments in the 
АНҺ century, and a large number of stamped bricks of this 
aeriad are recorded in Mamboury's notes.” Within the very 
heart of the palace, Pulcheria founded the church of St Stephen 
in Daphne, having managed to obtain the right arm of the saint 
from the archbishop of Jerusalem in 422-21." Other private 
»uildings of the time include two huge palaces built beside the 
Mese by the powerful Grand Chamberlains (praepositi sacri 
сифісні) Antiochus and Lausus. Lausus' palace, which was 
famous for its owner's collection of antique statuary, has not yet 
seen discovered.” Antiochus’, however, was located in 1942 at 
che north-west corner of the Hippodrome, and a large and 
mportant sample of stamped bricks was recovered from it.” 

Amongst the public works undertaken by Theodosius’ 
mmediate successors—Marcian (450-57), Leo I (457-74), Zeno 
474-91), and Anastasius I (491-5 18)—5were the forum estab- 
lished by Marcian on the northern branch of the Mese, and that 
founded by Leo at the Pittakia, near Hagia Eirene,” in both of 
which an imperial honorific column was set up. In 459, Leo also 
arranged for the restoration of part of the Augustaion,” and for 
“һе construction of another huge open cistern by the Gothic 
zeneral Aspar. A number of stamped bricks found ін situ in this 
reservoir provide a small but important dated sample from the 


mid-fifth century.” 


P See pp. 127-6, 

^ Marcellinus Comes, Chromcle, 419, 453. See Cameron, ‘Empress and Рост, 
178; Wortley, Trier Їмогу", 38475; Holm, Ергене, 137, 196; Magdalina, 'Odtor, 
51-4. 

* See below рр. 14-6, тау. 

" Sec pp- 147-59. 

n Theophanes, Chranicle, AM $920 and PG, һеш, 933. Holum, Empresses, 103, 
гай [contrary из Wortley, "Trier Ivory", 382-92. Nevertheless, Wortley's doubt is 
ilso expressed also by Clark, "Bones", 143 and Magdalina, "Ово, бт п. 29). 

п Tis location has been established precisely, on the north side of the Мезе, 
aetween the Cistern of Philoxenus and the street connecting the Mese tothe Copper 
Market (Bardill, "Lausus', 67-84). Some of the statuary was displayed in the 
pgorticoes of the Mese (Bardill, "Lausus', 68). On the collection, sec Guberti Bassett, 
‘Lansos Collection’. 

З See pp. 6-60, 187-9. 

^ Mango, Développement, 45-6. 

3 Mango, Studies, addenda p. 3. 

^ Chronicon Paschale, (93. Manga, Brazen House, 46. 

т See pp. бт-2, 109. 


During the reign of Zeno, the public court of the Basilica 
was splendidly rebuilt by the consul Illus three years after the 
devastating fire of 475." This large, open area frequented by 
lawyers was surrounded by porticoes on all four sides, those to 
the north-east and south-west being at least то т, long." Con- 
struction of the Baths of Dagistheus began under Anastasius, 
and it is said that the open cistern of St Mocius (identified with 
the Alumermer Cukurbostan) was built during the same 
reign." In фо, apparently as part of an extensive harbour 
improvement project, Anastasius had the Port of Julian cleared 
of mud and a breakwater constructed there." The Long Walls of 
Thrace were built (or extensively reconstructed), and hence- 
forth bore the emperor's name; and the frequent riots that 
broke out under Anastasius must have necessitated the recon- 
struction of many monuments, including the Hippodrome and 
the city’s colonnaded streets." 

In the second half of the fifth century, churches continued to 
be built at а high rate under both private and imperial patronage. 
In the reign of Leo, for instance, Cyrus (who had returned from 
exile after Theodosius’ death) founded the famous church of the 
Theotokos Kyriotissa close to the surviving Kalenderhane 
Camu.™ Many other private patrons—such as Stoudios, 
Marcian, and Galbius and Candidus—followed the example set 
by Eudokia and Pulcheria, and went to great lengths to secure 
the most potent relics for deposition and veneration in their new 
foundations. 

We know little about Stoudios, whose basilica of St John the 
Forerunner still stands a short distance east of the Theodosian 
Golden Gate, The church, which has yielded a small sample 
of stamped bricks, was founded after 450, and it has been 
suggested that it was established in the hope of obtaining the 
precious head of St John the Baptist that was discovered in 
Emesa in 453. If so, Stoudios was to be disappointed, for he 
never received the relic; but soon after founding the church, he 
was appointed consul in 454." 

Marcian, who was descended trom a wealthy Roman family, 


a John of Antioch fr. 211 in FAG, iv. ér&. 

" Mango, Brazen Howse, 49. 

* Mango, Développement, 49 with n. 76. The cistern’s construction technique 
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stamp of Group : style carrying the name Bac( ), which has also been noted in the 
таці ВАВ century church of St John of Stoudios (see Table t3 and comments in Ch. 
та (5) ). However, this may have bern old stock, given the discovery, in лін in the 
south wall of the cistern, of single-line stamps bearing the name Або ) and an 
eighth indiction (not catalogued). This name is elsewhere assigned to the early sixth 
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" Marcellinus, Chronicle, yog with the accompanying note of Croke. 

“ Fortheavailable sources оп Anastasius’ activity at the Long Walls, see Whitby, 
‘Long Walls’, 578-5. For the remains, see Crow and Ricci, “Long Walls’. 
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^ Mango, “Review П", 18-9. 
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entered the clergy and determined to devote all his wealth to 
the building and restoration of churches. Besides founding 
churches of St Theodore, St Stratonikos, and St Isidore (where 
he deposited the saint’s relics), he negotiated the purchase of a 
Syrian widow’s estate for 2,000 nomismata, with the intention 
of founding his church of St Anastasia on it. In the event, how- 
ever, he chose the site of the Anastasis of Gregory of Nazianzus 
in the Porticoes of Domninus. Marcian also resumed the con- 
struction of the church of St Eirene of Perama, which the 
Patriarch Gennadius had left incomplete on his death in 471. 
After Marcian's own death, the project was completed by the 
Empress Verina.* 

The patricians Galbius and Candidus, so the sixth-century 
legend goes, discovered and stole the Virgin's robe from a small 
village in Galilee. For fear of being deprived of their treasure, 
however, they did not mention their acquisition upon returning 
to Constantinople. Instead, they built a church to house the relic 
in the Blachernai region, and dedicated it not to the Virgin, but 
to 58 Peter and Mark. When the Virgin moved the patricians to 
tell the imperial couple of their acquisition, the Empress Verina 
took possession of the relic and, in 468-70, founded the famous 
Holy Soros in Blachernai, where the robe was placed in a 
reliquary of silver and gold. Not long after, a Syrian lady named 
Paulina established a church of 58 Cosmas and Damian very 
close by.” 

Besides completing the church of St Eirene in Perama, and 
founding the Soros of the Theotokos in Blachernai, Verina was 
responsible for two other shrines dedicated to the Virgin. 
Immediately to the west of Hagia Sophia, she founded the 
church of the Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia (Copper Market), 
perhaps between the years 474 and 478.7 A small number of 
stamped bricks have been recovered from the ruins of this 
church, which was established to house the potent girdle of the 
Virgin." Verina is also credited with the Theotokos of the 
Kourator near Beyazıt. This possibly had some association with 
the Balaban Aga Mescidi, during whose demolition in the 19305 
many stamped bricks were discovered.” Verina's husband, Leo, 
ordered the construction of the monastery of St Daniel beside 
the stylite’s pillar at Sosthenion on the Bosphorus. He also 
founded a church of St Symeon there, having obtained the 
saint's relics from Antioch.” 

The Patria ascribes а large number of churches to the reigns of 
the Emperors Zeno and Anastasius; but although we may 
believe that the churches existed, we must be cautious regarding 


* Dagron, ‘Sanctuaires’, 1076—7. 

" Wenger, Assompiton, i93-303. Per the tale's basis in fact, see Mango, 
*Blachernae', 70-5. For Paulina, see Mango, "Cosmas and Damian’. 

“ CIC, Novels 3.1 (trans. Scott, xvi, 18) ascribes the church то Verina A ninth- 
century miracle story alleges that it was built hy Zeno (474791): Lackner, 'Marien- 
mirakel', 43-4, 850, 856. For the rejection of the ascription то Pulcheria of the 
shrines of the Chalkoprateta, Blachernai, and Hodegetria, see Mango, "Blachernai", 
бұ-б.Зес also p. тот. 

* Mathews, Early Churches, 18-35; Mango, "Notes", 169-72. 

* See pp. 70-2, 10-11. 

H Janin, Églises, 86-7, 479. 


the Patria's historical assertions." We may at least mention the 
church of the Forerunner founded by Illus, consul of 478, beside 
the Hippodrome,” and the church of the Theotokos, founded 
near the Strategion in around 497 by Urbicius.™ In this period, 
too, the Egyptian monks Baras and Raboulas each founded a 
monastery,” and the parakoimomenos Amantius arranged for 
the restoration of a church of St Thomas in ta Amantion during 
the reign of Anastasius 1 (491—518).5 During the same reign, the 
wealthy patrician Anicia Juliana possibly transferred yet more 
relics of St Stephen from Jerusalem, for she founded a church 
dedicated to the martyr in the Constantinianae region.” It was 
perhaps also during Anastasius’ reign, and in the same part of the 
city, that she and her husband, Areobindus, began to lay the 
foundations of a magnificent new church of St Polyeuktos to 
replace Eudokia’s earlier foundation. The excavation of this site 
in the 1960s produced a very large number of stamped bricks, 
many of which can be precisely dated in the first decades of the 
sixth century.” 

These emperors of the second half of the fifth century did not, 
of course, neglect their own residences. Marcian, for instance, is 
known то have constructed porticoes (peridromoi) outside the 
Great Palace;" and Leo established a small port and a portico at 
the Palace of St Mamas at Besiktas on the Bosphoros after a fire 
had devastated Constantinople in 464.19 The same emperor is 
known to have possessed another palace at the Forum Tauri, ™ 
Under Anastasius, some time after 498, the gilded vestibule of 
the Great Palace, the Chalke, was rebuilt by one Aetherius.!*? 

Although thestate had been on the verge of bankruptcy when 
Ánastasius came to power in 491, its coffers are said to have been 
bulging with over 23 million solidi by the time of his death.!™ 
Much of this was spent on building work by Justin I (518-27) 
and Justinian I (527-65). Procopius, the author of а panegyrical 
work devoted to Justinian's construction projects," states that 
the buildings erected under Justin may reasonably be ascribed to 
his nephew and successor Justinian, on the grounds that it was 
the latter who had governed during his uncle's reign.' Indeed, 

* For the works ascribed to Anastasius, see Capizzi, Anastasio, 196-201. 

" Баты 3.33, 211; Berger, Patria, 559-62; Mercati Anonymous, ed. Ciggaar, 257 
(16). Berger, "Streers', 166 п. 28 supposes that Ulus may also have been responsible 
for the Biabirdirek cistern. 

» Janin, Églises, 167; Berger, Patria, 404—6. Berger, ‘Stress’, 165 n. 26 supposes 
that the ruins with a mosaic floor thar were discovered in front of the Vilayet build- 
ing in 1958 (M&ller- Wiener, Віа ехо, 46) may be identifed with Urbicius 
church. 

® Janin, Églises, JË, 445. 

* Janin, Églises, 243-50; Berger, Patria, $96—7- 

* Alternatively, the church may have been built to house the relics of the saint 
that Алісіз Juliana's grandmother, Endokia, had earlier acquired. See also Janin, 
Églises, 474-5. 

" Sce pp. 62-4, 111-16. 

т For the relevant texts, see Mango, “Grand Palais", 182-3. 
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м Zonaras, Epitome, iii. 125. 

"E Mango, Brazen House, 16-10. 

WE Procopius, Secret History, 19.7. Downey, ‘Justinian as a Builder’, 263, 266. 

ин Procoprus, Buildings. On this text, see Cameron, Procopius, esp. 84-7112, and 
the papers collected in Antignité Tardive, З (2000). 

№ Procopius, Builfings, 1.3.1. 
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the dedication in about 520 of a church to both the emperor 
and Justinian (who was at the time only magister militum 
praesentalis) by the Prefect Theodore Teganistes indicates the 
extent of Justinian’s power while his uncle ruled.'* 

Amongst the churches that Procopius assigns to Justin’s reign 
is the basilica of the Theotokos in Blachernai (constructed 
beside the Soros of Verina), Its nave and aisles were divided not 
by columns, but by square marble piers, and these arcades seem 
to have incorporated exedras.'” Such piers and exedras were 
also a feature of Anicia Juliana's church of St Polyeuktos, whose 
superstructure was erected soon after Justin's accession in 
518,198 These two churches provide the first hints that the 
designers of major ecclesiastical architecture in Constantinople 
were breaking away from the traditional basilical form. The 
tried-and-tested basilica persisted, however, alongside more 
innovative designs. One such basilica was the church of the 
Apostles Peter and Paul. This—although built during Justin's 
reign—should certainly be credited to Justinian, since it was 
located in his private residence, the Palace of Hormisdas, to the 
south of the Great Palace ргорег.' The church was apparently 
well underway or complete when, on 29 June 519, a letter was 
sent to Pope Hormisdas requesting relics of SS Peter, Paul, and 
Laurence that might be deposited in the church." 

A large amount of the building that Justinian undertook after 
he had ascended the throne and had moved into the Great Palace 
was private. Procopius states that, after the Nika uprising of 532, 
he rebuilt almost all of the palace." But this is certainly ап 
exaggeration, and elsewhere Procopius writes more realistically 
of the rebuilding of the propylaea of the palace from the Chalke 
as far as the Triklinos of the 19 Couches.’ This must represent 
the area devasted on the night of 14 January 532, or on the 
following day, when the Chalke, the Augustaion, and the 
nearby Senate House burned.” The only palatial structure that 
Procopius describes in detail is the new Chalke, which was 
located at the east end of the Augustaion, and aligned with the 
eastern wall of Hagia Sophia. Procopius” account suggests that it 
had similarities with the earlier Anastasian edifice." The floor 
and the walls were reveted in precious marbles (verd antique and 
an orange-red stone), and, after 540, the ceilings were covered 
with mosaics of Belisarius’ victories. Justinian is also said to have 
built cisterns and a bakery close to the palace after the Nika 


1% Cameron, ‘Theodorus’. For other indications of Justinian’s power in 5 18-20, 
sce Vasiliev, Justin the First, 163-4, 199-200. 
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' Procopius, Buildings, t.10.12-15. For the location, see Mango, Brazen Howse, 
97 and Bardill, "Great Palace’, 219. 


uprising.!5 The substructures of the palace that survive in the 
general area of the Chalke and the Senate House are indeed built 
using a technique typical of the Justinianic period.” There is, 
however, some evidence that may suggest Justinianic activity in 
the more southerly parts of the palace: beneath the Peristyle and 
Apsed Hall are some remains of an imperial chamber of the early 
sixth century, built using techniques similar to those in the sub- 
structures in the north of the palace! 

Besides restoring the Palace of Hormisdas and connecting it 
to the Great Palace, Justinian built other private palaces. In the 
Buildings, Procopius mentions those at Hjereia (on the Asiatic 
shore, not far from Chalcedon) and Iucundianae (in the 
Hebdomon), commenting that “The sum of money [spent] 
indeed was so gréat that it cannot be computed with any 
reckoning.’ In his Secret History (a vindictive attack on the 
emperor and his wife, which must be used with care as a 
historical source)? Procopius complains that Justinian 
‘lavished money inexcusably on buildings along the shore and 
other senseless crections, littering all the suburbs with chem, as 
if there was not room for him and his consort in the palaces in 
which all his predecessors had been happy to spend their whole 
lives". He alleges that the emperor failed to maintain impor- 
tant public facilities,’ and that his neglect of the aqueduct 
resulted in the closure of all the city’s bathing establishments.’ 
According to Procopius, these unnecessary building projects 
were funded by confiscating senatorial property following the 
Nika riots. Furthermore, the confiscated lands that were liable 
to the greatest taxes were sold back to their aristocratic owners, 
who were then reduced to poverty by the interest that further 
increased their debts." It is tempting to see at least partial 
corroboration of such allegations in Gregory of Tours’ account 
of how, following Justinian’s request that she make a contribu- 
tion to the treasury, Anicia Juliana promptly expended her 
wealth by gilding the roof of her church of St Polyeukros,* 
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as а reaction against Anicia Juliana’s pretensions) is false. In 538, however, Justinian 
did pass a law requiring that founders of private churches obtained the permission of 
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to maintain the church and its clergy (CIC, Novels 67, trans. Scott, xvi. 248-9). Sce 
Thomas, Foundations, A273. 47. 
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Despite Procopius' claims in the Secret History, Justinian did 
not wholly neglect the public welfare, as is clear from the same 
author's Buildings. There, Procopius explains that the grain 
ships from Alexandria could be prevented from entering the 
Hellespont for weeks on end if the wind failed to blow from the 
south. As a result, the grain would lie rotting in the ships, and 
would reach Constantinople in an inedible condition. In order 
to minimize the losses, Justinian arranged for the construction 
of a huge warehouse on the island of Tenedos where the grain 
could be unloaded and stored until favourable winds began to 
blow.” As far as we know, this represents the first increase іл 
the number of granaries for Constantinople since the end of the 
fourth century.” 

In 528 the Aqueduct of Hadrian was restored and the Basilica 
Cistern was constructed. Procopius states that the cistern’s 
purpose was to relieve the summer water shortage by storing the 
surplus water brought into the city in the winter by the 
Aqueduct of Hadrian.” But we do not know whether the 
public benefited from its construction, or whether the water was 
piped only into the palace. This new cistern (identified with the 
Yerebatan Sarayı) was massive, measuring about 140 x70 x8 m., 
and having а capacity of about $0,090 m". But the open cisterns 
of Aetius, Philoxenus, Aspar, and Mocius already provided a 
total water storage capacity of about a million cubic metres,” 
so, despite its size, the Basilica cistern would have increased this 
capacity by about only 8 per cent. When the aqueduct ran dry, 
however, the water that this cistern provided is likely to have 
been a cleaner alternative to that from the older reservoirs that 
were open to the air. [ts roof was supported by 12 rows of 28 
columns, some with reused shafts and plinths, and most with 
plain basket capitals. The 98 acanthus capitals may all have been 
in storage since the fifth-cenrury."! The use of old stock and the 
reuse of materials cannot in this case be taken as а clear indicator 
of declining standards: the cistern was a utilitarian structure, its 
interior would not have been visible after its construction, and 
the reuse of materials was perhaps simply pragmatic. The fact 
that two columns are both supported by а huge block decorated 
with a gorgon-head may, however, be significant, It is possible 
that the blocks were taken from the Forum of Constantine, and, 
if so, it would seem that by the Justinianic period this public 
space had been allowed to fall into disrepair.” 
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Justinian also attended to the city’s public spaces. A park or 
garden, which contained porticoes and a statue of Theodora, 
was created on the shore of the Sea of Marmara, near the 
Arcadianae Baths, and the square called the Augustaion, to the 
south of Hagia Sophia, was redeveloped.™ Following the 
demolition of acolumn bearing a silver statue of Theodosius I," 
the square was paved, ™ and а new column of Justinian was 
erected.'” The column, however, was nothing like those set up 
by the emperor's predecessors. Those in the fora of Theodosius 
I and Arcadius, for exaniple, had been built of massive drums of 
marble, given internal spiral staircases, and decorated with mili- 
tary victories on the exterior. Justinian’s column, on the other 
hand, was built of brick with occasional levelling courses of 
stone, and sheathed with bronze.?* Procopius seems at pains to 
hide the truth, claiming that the column was ‘composed of large 
stones in circular courses, cut so as to form angles on their inner 
faces’; and he appears to be trying to justify the choice of 
materials and the removal of the earlier statue when he says of 
the bronze sheathing that ‘its value is not much less than that of 
an equal weight of silver’. Furthermore, the equestrian statue 
that surmounted Justinian's monument was not new, but was a 
reused statue of Theodosius 1, Arcadius, or Theodosius П, 
which had been taken from the Forum Tauri, and it is significant 
that Procopius does not explicitly identify the emperor repre- 
sented.™ Justinian was clearly not above destroying the monu- 
ments of his predecessors im order ro save money when 
promoting himself. On the eastern side of the same public 
square, the Senate House was rebuilt, ‘surpassing description’, 
we are told, ‘by reason of its costliness’. 

Under Justinian, too, the Baths of Dagistheus, which had 
been begun under Anastasius, were completed,’ and the Baths 
of Zeuxippos were reconstructed,’* Procopius fails to mention 
the former, and barely discusses the latter, which were perhaps 
not restored to their former glory.’ Excavations to the north- 
east of the Hippodrome in 1927 and 1928 revealed a number of 
circular rooms and a large, apsed structure built in typical 
Justinianic style. The remains, which are almost certainly to be 
associated with the Baths of Zeuxippos, yielded a large number 
of stamped bricks, which were not, unfortunately, satisfactorily 
published.'** 
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Justunian’s restorations of public spaces and amenities, such as 
the Augustaion, the Senate House, and the Baths of Zeuxippos, 
were undertaken out of necessity following the Nika riots: 
and although Justinian rebuilt, he did not, as far as we know, 
remodel the city centre."* Mango argues that if one ignores the 
civil and civic buildings that Justinian was obliged to repair after 
the fires of 532, then there remains only a modest number to his 
credit.” These are the Basilica Cistern, the park near the 
Arcadianae Baths, the Baths of Dagistheus, which had been 
begun by Anastasius, the granary on Tenedos, a Horologion at 
the Milion, and a bridge over the Golden Horn. The statistics, 
Mango holds, show a change heralding the Middle Ages: the 
number of new buildings for civil or civic use (baths, theatres, 
porticoes, basilicas, and public squares) was declining, whilst 
the number of new religious buildings and charitable institu- 
tions was growing. 

Indeed, according to Procopius, six hospices were restored by 
the emperor, and some thirty-three churches were built in the 
eity and its suburbs. Amongst the charitable institutions were 
the Hospice of Samson (located between the churches of Hagia 
Sophia and Hagia Eirene), two others close by, another on Saray 
Point, and two more on the Bosphorus: one for the poor and 
incurably ill; the other—established in a luxurious palace 
close to the Black Sea—for reformed prostitutes.^* As for the 
churches, those that survive, or which we can accurately recon- 
struct, provide evidence that the early sixth century was a 
period of highly innovative architecture. Four of them are 

-worthy of special mention. 

55 Sergius and Bacchus, which still stands today, was built by 
Justinian and Theodora in the Palace of Hormisdas sometime 
after they had moved into the Great Palace in 527. It was 
adjacent to, and shared a narthex and atrium with, the church of 
the Apostles Peter and Раш. Тһе domed church was perhaps 
built between 530 and 533 to replace a temporary martyrium 
established by a community of Monophysite refugees within 
one of the halls of the Palace of Hormisdas.^ As in St 
Polyeuktos and the Theotokos in Blachernai, exedras were 
included; although here they were arranged, not in a linear 
fashion, but at the corners of an octagonal core. Recalling 
St Polyeuktos again, ап inscription was carved upon the 
entablature over the nave colonnades. In plan, the inscription 
was made to curve m and outaround the octagonal core, follow- 
ing the curve of the four exedras and the re-entrants of the piers; 
but in elevation, it was carried horizontally, not rising above 
arches and niches as in St Polyeukros.? Similar in plan to SS 
Sergius and Bacchus were Justinian's ehurches of St John the 
Forerunner in the Hebdomon (which replaced an earlier church 
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dedicated by Theodosius I in 392)! and of the Archangel 
Michael at Anaplous (on the European shore of the Bosphorus 
at modern Arnavutköy) * 

After the Nika riots, Constantine’s church of Hagia Eirene 
was rebuilt by Justinian ‘on a very large scale, за that, of practi- 
cally all the churches in Byzantium except that of Sophia, it was 
second ta, попе", 2 Like its predecessor, the new church was 
basilical, but the eastern square bay was roofed by a dome, and 
the western bay by two barrel vaults. This church, too, survives 
to the present day, although its upper parts belong to an eighth- 
century restoration." 

The neighbouring cathedral of Hagia Sophia was inaugurated 
on 27 December 537, having been begun, if a late source is to be 
believed, only a month after the earlier church of Theodosius II 
had been burned down." Procopius tells us that Justinian 
employed Anthemius of Tralles and Isidore of Miletus as master 
builders, and that construction proceeded ‘disregarding all 
questions of expense’.'** The main dome, possibly resting on a 
drum pierced by windows, was supported by four arches with 
intervening pendentives, which were in turn raised upon four 
piers of ashlar blocks, It was intended to be rco Byzantine feet 
(31.2 m.) in diameter. Beneath the great arches that supported 
the dome to the north and south there were originally large 
windows, whereas the arches to the east and west opened our 
into huge semidomes. Procopius notes the beautiful colours 
of the columns and revetment, and of the gold vault mosaics, 
decorated with non-figural motifs. The walls and ceilings, he 
tells us, reflected the sun's rays and made the interior radiare 
light, 

There are a number of indications that the cathedral was 
erected with haste. Theophanes, for example, provides an 
important insight into the construction of the eastern arch 
when he describes its collapse on 7 May $58. "The engineers 
[mécbanikoi]', he states —and here I presume he is speaking of 
the original master builders, Anthemius and Isidorus—"were 
blamed because they had not made the suspension [kremasis] 
Írom underneath so as to avoid expense, but had bored the piers 
that support the dome, for which reason these had not held." 
The ‘suspension’ to which Theophanes refers is the wooden 
framework or centring by which the arch was supported until 
the mortar between the bricks had hardened, It seems from his 
account that, in order to save wood, Anthemius and Isidorus 
had decided not to build centring up from the floor of the nave, 
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but had made scaffold holes in the piers and constructed flying 
centuring. Had they built centring from the nave floor, much of 
the weight of the brickwork of the arch would have been 
supported by the floor itself. The long wooden beams required 
for flying centring, however, must have begun to fail, and, 
furthermore, the outward thrusts exerted on the piers must have 
been increased, causing them to lean outwards.!* 

The story of the construction of the arch is completed by 
Procopius: “Before the crown had been reached,’ he writes, ‘the 
supports [ре фо], overburdened by the weight of the masonry 
they were carrying, began to break away ... The emperor, 
inspired by God, ordered [the builders] to complete the arch, 
whereupon it stood of its own accord, no longer needing the 
centring underneath." Although the arch was successfully 
completed, it must have been distorted and weaker than 
intended. 

Procopius also indicates that the north and south arches and 
the tympana beneath them were not allowed to dry out before 
construction of the pendentives began. As a result, the columns 
in the tympana or in the galleries below began to spall. It was a 
clear case of more haste: less speed. The masonry above the 
arches had to be demolished only to be rebuilt when the arches 
had finally ser. 

Given the problems described by Theophanes and Procopius, 
the eventual collapse of the roof in 558 is perhaps not surprising. 
The new dome that replaced it—for the construction of which 
Justinian employed Isidore the Younger, nephew of the elder 
Isidore—was considerably higher, and, although not as daring 
as the original, exerted less lateral thrust.'^ 

Some visible elements are also suggestive of haste and 
declining standards. First we may note the reused columns of 
Egyptian porphyry (a material no longer quarried after the 
middle of the fifth century) in the ground-floor exedras.'^ 
Although these were of unequal height, the architects decided 
not to reduce them to a uniform size, choosing instead the 
easier option of varying the heights of their pedestals." Second, 
there are the eight columns of verd antique from Thessaly, 
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which were newly quarried for the project, and which stand at 
ground level to the north and south of the central square bay. 
These were cut to be taller than those in the exedras, and there- 
fore did not require pedestals. They vary considerably, how- 
ever, in diameter, and are inaccurately rounded. ^ А third 
indication of hasty work is the mosaic decoration, which was 
apparently completely non-figural, consisting of hundreds of 
crosses and ornamental designs. Although other explanations 
for the omission of complex figural decoration have been 
suggested, the most likely is that the simpler designs could be 
executed with speed." у 

The Church of the Holy Apostles was dedicated оп 28 June 
550.1 Downey has suggested that the revenue required for its 
construction was provided by the treasure that Belisarius 
brought back to Constantinople in 534 following his successful 
African campaign." Procopius describes the edifice in some 
detail, which is fortunate, since it no longer survives. Justinian 
demolished Constantius’ cruciform church and replaced it with 
a far larger опе. Although the rotunda of Constantine’s 
mausoleum was allowed to remain, all seven niches in it were by 
this time occupied by sarcophagi, and Justinian attached a 
second mausoleum to the north flank of the new church, 
with the purpose of housing the tombs of himself and his 
successors. The Holy Apostles closely resembled another 
foundation of Justinian and Theodora, the church of St John in 
Ephesus, the ruins of which do survive."* In both churches, six 
square bays with domes were juxtaposed to form a cruciform 
plan. The rhythmic division of the structure by the equally 
spaced piers created quite a different effect from the billowing « 
systems of exedras and vaults in 55 Sergius and Bacchus, Hagia 
Sophia, and St John in the Hebdomon.'* 

Considering his extensive building programme alone, it is 
perhaps not surprising to hear that on his death Justinian left the 
state in a financial erisis. 5 Nevertheless, by careful management 
of the finances, and apparently by using funds of his own, Justin 
П (565-78) was able to replenish the treasury to some extent,'” 
and to undertake a considerable amount of construction in the 
city. 

Under Justin, Tiberius, and Maurice, the concentration on 
ecclesiastical, charitable, and private imperial architecture was 
yet more marked, none of them paying much attention to 
public amenities." Justin's civic works included only repairs to 
part of the outer wall of the Land Walls near Yeni Mevlevihane 
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Карт" and to the Aqueduct of Valens; the restoration of a 
public bath near the Forum Tauri; ™ the construction of a clock 
at the Basilica;'* and the deepening and enlargement of the Part 
of Julian, which he then renamed after his wife, Sophia.!** Justin 
is also reported to have begun the construction of a monumental 
masonry column with an internal staircase near the Baths of 
Zeuxippos.'^ 

Ecclesiastical and charitable foundations included an orphan- 
age of St Paul, where a church dedicated to 55 Peter and Paul was 
built; 5 probably a leper-house called the Zoticon;' and the 
reconstruction of the Patriarchal Palace beside Hagia Sophia, 
Theophanes tells us of the church of S8 Cosmas and Damian en 
tois Dareiou, and of the Holy Apostles; and the Patria refers to 
several others." Furthermore, Justin attended to the two main 
shrines of the Theotokos. At Blachernai, Justin I's basilica was 
transformed into a cruciform structure by the addition of a 
transept containing two inscribed arches;'** and next to the 
Chalkoprateia church, which was itself restored, a chapel of St 
James and a reliquary chapel to house the Virgin's girdle were 
founded.” Justin also adorned and decorated Justinian’s 
churches of the Holy Apostles and Hagia Sophia. 

Among Justin’s private building projects, we may mention 
several palaces. The first, that of Sophianae, was on the Asiaric 
shore of the Bosphorus, and had been begun by Justin before his 
accession.’ Another was in the Deuteron, and possessed exten- 
sive parks, a hippodrome, and a pair of monumental columns 
topped with starues of the imperial couple. The third was the 
Saphiae Palace, which was built at the same time as, or shortly 
after, the new Sophiae Harbour, which it overlooked. ™ А 
fourth was built on the island of Prinkipo;'* and, in addition, the 
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palace at Hiereia was restored.’ Under Justin, too, a new exten- 
sion was made to Constantine's original palace, the Daphne,” 
The new buildings were located in the area south of the Covered 
Hippodrome on the slopes falling to the Sea of Marmara." In 
this area the emperor arranged for the construction of the 
Chrysotriklinos, which became one of the most important cere- 
monial halls in the palace. Octagonal in plan, and roofed by а 
dome, it seems to have been similar in form to Justinians 
churches of SS Sergius and Bacchus and St John the Forerunner 
in the Hebdomon і 

Our records of building works in Tiberius’ short reign 
(578—82) are not extensive. Not surprisingly, however, we read 
that he ‘restored many churches and hospices’, including the 
church of the Forty Martyrs. He also began a public bath in the 
Blachernai.™ His private undertakings included decoration of 
the Chrysotriklinos,™ and, according to John of Ephesus, а 
remodelling of the whole of the northern side of the Great 
Palace—presumably the original Constantinian Palace is 
meant—in order to provide a home for his wife, Anastasia, and 
their children. We are informed that Tiberius obtained the stone 
necessary for his works in the palace by dismantling the pillar 
that Justin II had begun in the Zeuxippos.?? 

Tiberius’ extravagant charity, for which Justin's widow 
severely criticized him, resulted in Maurice ( 582-бо2) inheriting 
aseverely depleted treasury. Building nevertheless continued, 
but perhaps at a slower гасе 20 The public baths that Tiberius 
had begun in Blachernai were completed, although—if 
Theophanes is to be believed—not until the fifth year of 
Maurice's reign.™ Beside the baths, he built a portico in which 
the events of his early Ше were depicted” The aqueducts were 
repaired,’ and an arsenal was built outside the city walls on the 
Golden Horn." Other than these few projects, however, 
Maurice's remaining public works were ecclesiastical and 
charitable. Tiberius" church of the Forty Martyrs was com- 
pleted іп the eighth year of Maurice's reign; the church of St 
Theodore of Sphoracius was repaired after a fire; іп Blachernai 
he founded a church and almshouse. Other imperial founda- 
tions included a church of 5t George, a leper hospital in Galata, 
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and the monastery of Myroceraton. Philippicus founded a 
monastery of the Virgin at Chalcedon; Maurice's sister Gordia 
built a monastery of St Mamas at the Xylokerkos; Peter estab- 
lished a church of the Virgin in ta Areobindos; the Grand 
Chamberlain Stephen built an almshouse and bath in te 
Armatou; and the Patriarch Kyriakos built the church of the 
Theotokos of the Diakonissa."! This church, located to the west 
of the Forum Tauri, was hastily excavated in the 1940s and 
yielded some of the latest firmly dared Constantinopolitan 
brickstamps.*" 

Maurice's private building works included the completion of 
two palaces begun by Tiberius: one at Bryas, the other at 
Damatrys. He repaired Justin II's Sophiae palace for the use of 
his mother-in-law Anastasia; near the Magnaura (at the 
northern end of the Great Palace) he built а circular terrace апа 
an arsenal; and he possibly adorned the Magnaura's central 
court with a masonry column?" 

Qur sources contain only a very few references to building 
works undertaken by Phocas (602-10) and his successor, 
Негасіше (610-41). Phocas is credited with a cistern and а 
masonry column to the cast of the church of the Forty 
Martyrs?" and with a church of St Phocas close to the Milion 
and St Sophia ™ Heraclius, we are told, secured Phocas’ column 
when it threatened to collapse," and completed the church that 
Phocas had begun (although he dedicated it instead to St John 
the Theologian). He also arranged for the extension of the 
Land Walls in the Blachernai region, and restored the Magnaura 
in the Great Palace? After that, our sources are almost silent 
about construction work in Constantinople for nearly two 
centuries, with the exception of the descriptions of buildings 
erected in the Great Palace during the first reign of Justinian П 
(685-95). The Justinianos (а hall named after the emperor) was, 
like Justin II's Chrysotriklinos, erected in the extension to the 
south of Constantine's original Daphne Palace. Whether the 
new circuit wall chat was also erected at this time encircled the 
entire palace or only the extension is unknown. If the latter, it 
was the precursor of the massive fortification built by 
Nicephorus Phocas in the tenth century?" Admittedly, regular 
repairs were made to the city's fortifications,” but otherwise 
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archaeology adds little to the evidence for building in this 
period, The upper storey and dome of Hagia Eirene were rebuilt 
following their destruction in the earthquake of October 740, 
but the fact that rebuilding did not take place until at least 753 is 
highly significant?! 

When building work resumed in earnest under Theophilus 
(829-42), there was no change from the concentration on 
religious, charitable, and palatial building that had become 
established during the reigns of Justinian and his successors: 
Theophilus’ only known public works are repairs to the Land 
Walls and Sea Walls, and the foundation of a school near the 
church of the Forty Martyrs, which was later transferred to the 
Magnaura. On the other hand, two churches, dedicated to the 
Archangel Michael and to the Theotokos, were founded in the 
emperor's palace at Bryas.™ According to the Patria, his wife, 
Theodora, founded the monastery of St Panteleimon in the 
arsenal of Maurice near Hasköy, and the church of St Anne of 
Degistheos. Alexius, the son-in-law of Theophilus, was allowed 
to build his own monastery on the Asiatic shore of the 
Bosphorus. In addition to that at Bryas, another palace was built 
for the emperor's daughters in the quarter of Капапоз; and 
within the Great Palace itself, a series of pavilions were соп- 
structed. Some of these overlooked the Sea of Marmara, where 
the maritime facade of the palace, reminiscent of that of 
Diocletian's palace at Split, was decorated with architectural 
spoils.?* But despite the revival in construction, the practice of 
brickstamping was not resurrected. The Fildamı cistern in the 
suburb of Bakırköy (the ancient Hebdomon) illustrates this 
well. It appears to date from after the sixth century, judging by 
the alternation of bands of brick (5 courses) with bands of stone 
(2-5 courses), and before the eleventh century, given the absence 
of recessed brickwork. The bricks, being consistently 320 mm. 
square (which is the typical size for the seventh century and 
later), were clearly manufactured specifically for the project, 
and their undersides (visible in large numbers) show no stamps 


at all. 


3. THE DECLINE OF THE BRICKMAKING 
INDUSTRY 


During the period between Maurice and Theophilus, many of 
the monuments of the fifth and sixth centuries were apparently 
abandoned and left to fall into disrepair. The reasons for this are 
closely linked with the social and economic transformations 


Lea ГУ and Constantine Vl (co-emperors 776—213) (inscriptions aga, 298, 32, 
style (C4) ); Leo V (813-26) (source 35. style (0) k Michael Ш and Theophilus (co- 
emperors 821—29) (inscriptions баз, бг, style (Ey inscription 81, style (F) ). 

Hi Kuntholm, "Tree-Ring Dates". 

1 On Byzantine architecture between Justinian and Theophilus, see e.g. Mango, 
Architecture, 89-107 and Ruggieri, Architecture. 

33 Land Walls: Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaver, 141 no. 62; Foss, 
"Constantinople", з-у, 76 style (Е), Sea Walls: inscription in van Millingen, Walls, 
183; Foss, "Constantinople, 20-1, 75 style (C8). 


14 Mango, Art, ібо. 75 Mango, Art, to. ім Mango, ‘Spolia’. 
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that occurred in this period throughout the Balkans and eastern 
Mediterranean.” By 618 grain was no longer shipped from 
Egypt to Constantinople," and the reduced sea-traffic is 
reflected in the abandonment of the Port of Theodosius (which 
silted up and became used as а vegetable garden), and in the con- 
version of the Neorion port into a naval dockyard at the end of 
the seventh century. The harbour capacity available for purpos- 
es of provisioning and commerce was therefore reduced to 
about one-quarter of that of the fifth century." By about доо, it 
seems thar there was only a single public granary in the city, 
whereas there had been five at the beginning of the fifth 
century.?? The Aqueduct of Valens, the city's most important 
water supply, was destroyed by the Avars in 626, but not 
repaired for over 140 years until, in 768, Constantine V attended 
to it during an exceptional drought. The emperor had to import 
the workforce for the repair?" Furthermore, plague struck 
Constantinople in 5 5 $756, 560-61, 572-73, 585-86, 5792, 598-99, 
608—609, 618, 697-98, and 747, so that by the eighth century 
Constantine V found it necessary to repopulate the city from 
Greece and the Aegean islands? All this indicates a consider- 
able reduction in the city's population, so great that the citizens 
were capable of surviving on the produce of the city and its 
immediate vicinity, including fish from the Bosphorus and 
Propontis, and without the water from a major aqueduct: 
Mango estimates a maximum of 40,080." Important amongst 
the buildings that were allowed to decay were the large public 
bathing establishments, which were no longer viable consider- 
ing the fall in the population and the failure to maintain the 
water supply: the Baths of Zeuxippos may have been in use as 
late as 713, but were converted into a prison shortly afterwards; 
the Baths of Constantius were in ruins at the beginning of the 
eighth century; those of Dagistheus were certainly no longer in 
use by the beginning of the ninth century.*™ 

The fall in the population, neglect of existing public buildings, 
and dramatic reduction in new building would have been 
accompanied by a contraction of the brickmaking industry.” 
When Constantine V repaired the Aqueduct of Valens in 768, 
amongst the imported workforce was a team of 200 brickmakers 
from Thrace.?* This clearly demonstrates that the brick supply 


w On these changes, see Haldon, Seventh Century. 

я Mango, Développement, 55. 

= Mango, Développement, 55—5; Magdalino, Constantinople, 19-11. 

то Mango, Développement, $475. 

її Mango, Développement, 56. For the suggestion that, after баб, the слу relied 
upon water from sources much closer to the city, sec Bono et al, "Water Supply’, 
133273. 

m Theophanes, Chronicle, лм 6247; Nicephorus, Short Ніногу, 68.13. 

w Mango, Développement, ya- Sce also Magdalino, Constantinople, 18. 

™ Mango, “Daily Life’, 319-47. Mango, Développement, бо, Magdalina, 
Constantinople, ут. The contraction of the city in the eighth century is well illus- 
trated by the Parastaseis, which repeatedly speaks of the destruction of the city’s 
morniuiments (eds. Cameron and Herrin, 27-58). 

™ [r is uncertain whether there was any economic reasoning behind che sub- 
stantial decrease in brick dimensions, from c.368 ж 368 x да mm. im the earlier sth 
century to Just c.339 х 330 x 4$ mm. from at least the time of Maurice till che mid- 
ninth century. For the sixth-century dimensions, see Table 15, and for the reduced 
dimensions of the Darke Ages, p. тоб. ™ "Theophanes, Chronicle, ам 6258. 


for the city, which had previously been able to provide for the 
ambitious construction programmes of fifth and sixth centuries, 
had shrunk to such a scale that it could not, without augmenta- 
tion, sustain a single, albeit extensive, restoration project. 
Similarly, the carving of column capitals almost ceased shortly 
after $50," the latest securely dated material having been 
exported то Euphrasius' basilica at Poreé (Parenzo). Spolia cap- 
itals were already being used in the construction of St Euphemia 
at Grado, built between 571 and 579. On the grounds of a dimin- 
ished workforce and a lack of demand in both Constantinople 
and the provinces, it has been suggested that the marble quarries 
of Proconnesus were finally closed around 600.>* 

In Constantinople newly made and newly quarried building 
materials had been regularly used from the fourth century 
through to Justinian's day, and the reuse of brick in the period 
should be seen as essentially pragmatic, rather than as a 
reflection of economic necessity. For example, the hifth-century 
bricks found amongst the debris of Anicia Juliana's sixth- 
century church of St Polyeuktos had probably come from 
Eudokia's church on the same site and had in all likelihood been 
reused simply because they were conveniently available?** The 
batches of reused bricks noted by Emerson and van Nice in the 
walls of the south-east buttress of Justinian's Hagia Sophia were 
again perhaps used out of pragmatism (possibly having been 
obtained during the demolition of the earlier Theodosian 
church) rather than out of necessity. Both fifth- and sixth- 
century bricks were reused in the drain and apse of the North 
Church at Kalenderhane Camii, which has been dated to the 
reign of Justin II (6-78) or somewhat later; but there 15 
evidence to suggest that, in addition, newly manufactured 
stamped bricks were used there?” The sixth-century structures 
at Beylerbeyi, which are perhaps то be associated with Justin [I's 
palace of Sophianae, appear to have yielded both fifth- and 
sixth-century material. The inner Sea Wall near the so-called 
"House of Justinian' contained a number of fragmentary bricks 
bearing fifth-century stamps (27.1e, 1228.12, 1483.12, 1494.12), 


w Onlyabogt у of capirals known in Constantinople seem to have beer mant- 
factured after уо (Besch, Capital, 357-61). 

ім Bersch, Capital 325-11. Mango, Architectare, 14. 

із Mango, Architecture, 34. There are only a small number of examples of reuse 
in the capital in the Early Byzantine period. Tt is uncertain whether the capitals in the 
cistern beside the Stoudios basilica (which must predate the church of 450) were 
newly carved or reused (Betsch, Capital, 136-8, 251 n. 470). The reused elements in 
the Justinianic Basilica Cistern have already been mentioned. Jusunian's Hagia 
Sophia contains reused Egyptian porphyry іп revetment and in the tight exedra 
columns mentioned above. The remaining material in that church, even if not new, 
was reworked to such an extent that its age із not discernible, On the preferenza 
use af new or newly carved marble in Constantinople and Ravenna into the sixth 
century, see Ward-Perkins, Public Building, 114-15, and on the reuse of brick and 
stone for convenience, not necessarily as an indicatar nf declining standards, 218. 

20 See below pp. 116, 125-6. 

M See below p. 5o n. 46. 

a See pp, 150-1, 

™ ‘The structures described by Timoni, Promerades, й. 23 4-6 (22 paces long) and 
Dirimtckin, 'Beylerbey" (18 m. long) are in all likelihood identical, despite doubts 
expressed by Dirimtekin, who does not cite the discussion of Meliopoulos, Topo- 
thesia’, 129. For the proposed date and identification, see Theophanes, Chronic, 
trang and comm. Mango and Scott бо2 п, 15. 


but a single complete piece found with them dates to the sixth 
century (збо. та) and perhaps gives an accurate indication of the 
date of the construction of the ма) 

By contrast, in the late seventh and early eighth centuries, 
large amounts of brick and stone were reused when repairs were 
made to the Land Walls by Justinian II (685-95, 705-11) and 
Anastasius II (711-15). The material had probably been 
salvaged from the damaged towers themselves." Such extensive 
reuse of building materials became typical of most of the sub- 
sequent building in the city. The Diegesis, a text of the eighth to 
tenth centuries that provides a legendary account of the con- 
struction of Justinian’s Hagia Sophia,” alleges that the eight 
columns of Thessalian marble that are arranged between the 
church's four main piers were sent from Ephesus. In fact, as we 
have noted, these columns are sixth-century work?" The same 
source also states that the remaining columns were sent from 
Cyzicus, Troas, and the Cyclades, which, by the time the text 
was composed, had become junk yards for ancient architectural 
elements. The author clearly believed that reuse of materials had 
been as usual in Justinian's day as it was in his own, and seems 
surprised that Justinian did not reuse amy materials from the 
earlier church on the site2* 

Given the extensive reuse of building materials from the 
seventh century onwards,” it is not surprising that many 
examples of reused stamped bricks can be adduced. Some of the 
earliest roughly dated examples come from a brick drain that 
was cut into the mosaic in rhe north-west poruco of the 
Peristyle іп the Great Palace. The mosaic phase (phase 2) 1s 
probably to be placed after $83/4, which gives a terminus post 
quem for the laying of the drain. An approximate terminus ante 
quem of с.7со is suggested by the corns and pottery found іп а 
trench cut after a marble pavement (phase з) had been set down 
over the drain. The complete bricks found in the drain were 
unstamped, which suggests that, by the time the drain was con- 
structed—that is, between с.боо and c.7oo—the practice of 
stamping had either ceased or had become less systematic. The 
stamped pieces that were discovered were broken, and the 
stamps themselves were similar to those from the vaults of the 
Apsed Hall and the adjacent Chamber I, so there is little doubt 
that these fragments had been salvaged from structures of 
phases т or 3.29 

A single sixth-century stamp from the church at Yuga Tepesi 
may come from Justinian's original structure (his church of St 
Panteleimon) or from a reconstruction of the ninth-century or 


19 Жее р. 147. 

Wi See Foss, ‘Constantinople’, 55, style Са. 

че Bor the date, see Dagron, Constantinople imaginaire, зз (where the text із 
referred to as D). 

H! Sec above, p. 17. 

^ Герен, 2. Dagran, Constantinople imaginaire, 197, 216-17 nn. 19-19. As 
Dagron observes, the Dreger does not specifically state thax the temple of Artemis 
was the source of the Thessalian columns (contrary to Mango, Architectiere, бү 
Mango, Développement, бо). 

?" On this theme, see briefly Ousterhour, Master Builders, tac. 

“ For details, see below р. таз, 
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еагііег,2 The upper parts of the church of Hagia Eirene, which 
were rebuilt following the earthquake of 749, incorporate 
stamped bricks that appear to be reused material of the fifth 
century.“ Remains in area Ab of the Great Palace, which evi- 
dently belong to the post-Justinianic period, and are pre- 
sumably to be assigned to the eighth to tenth centuries, 
incorporated many fifth- and early sixth-century stamped 
bricks." The remains on Büyükada (Prinkipo), which probably 
relate to the convent enlarged under the Empress Eirene 
(797-802),7" have yielded bricks with fifth- and sixth-century 
stamps.^* In the substructures at Küçükyalı (between Bostanci 
and Maltepe), which may relate to part of Theophilus’ palace 
builtafter 830 at Bryas, а small number of stamps of the fifth and 
sixth centuries have been discovered 

There 15 some evidence to suggest that, in the ninth-cenrury, 
bricks from ruined or demolished buildings in Constantinople 
were being shipped elsewhere. A tower in the fortifications of 
Mesembria (Nessebar) on the Black Sea coast of Bulgaria 
contains a pavement of reused bricks, many bearing sixth- 
century Constantinopolitan stamps.” The terminal date of the 
pottery found beneath the pavement is ninth-century,™ and it 
seems likely that the floor is to be associated with repairs made 
to the city by Basil 1 (867-86) after its conquest by the Bulgars 
under Krum in 812.7? The so-called Sea Basilica at Mesembria, 
which dates to the later fifth or to the sixth century, was exten- 
sively repaired using a similar construction technique, and 
therefore probably at the same time.“ It, too, yielded a number 
of fragmentary stamped bricks rhar had been made in Constan- 
tinople in the sixth century.” , 

Kazhdan has asserted that ‘there are stamps of the roth—r1th 
C. but this ts evidently an incorrect deduction from Mango's 
observation that ‘quite а few have come from tenth and eleventh 
century ruins’. The evidence suggests that all the stamped 
bricks found in such late structures are reused, Comparative 
work on brickstamps found in Fenari Isa Camii (north church 


роза. Ruggieri, Architecture, 204 with п. fly. 

з: бее below p. тоз. 

m Sec below pp. 147-50. 

= Theophanes, Chromele, AM 6295. . 

= Mamboury, 'Prinkipo', 206. 

зм. Mamboury, "Мага", 318-9; Eyice, "Palais de Bryas', 86; Eyice; “Quatre édi- 
fices", 245-50; Mango, ‘Notes d'épigraphie', 147-50; Ricci, "Вгуа»'. Mamboury's 
article was produced before he had engaged in a serious analysis of the chronology 
af brickstamps, and his minth-century dating of the stamps that were found must be 
rejected. 

29 On the brickstamps, see Ognenova-Marinova, Briques’, 123-45. 

ти дома, ‘Céramique’, 121-4. 

m Cangova, ‘Céramique’, 134. On Basil's repairs, see Venedikov, “Remparts’, 
199. The pillars supporting а cross-vault in the same tower also contained stamped 
bricks from Constantinople (Ognenova-Mannova, 'Briques', 169). Differences in 
construction technique cause Venediloov to differentiare the cross-vault from those 
walls reconstructed after 812. He suggests that the vault (and therefore the pavement 
also) was built as part of preparations made shortly before the Bulgar attack 
('Remparus, 158). 

за Valkov, Basilica’, 67—8. Venedtkov, 'Rempartz', 159. 

змо Velkov, ‘Basilica’ 69. 

шо OD, 321, s.v. Bricks (Kazhdan). 

и Mango, ‘Brick Sramps', 21. 
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dedicated іп доу, south church built before 1282) shows that 
the stamped bricks had been manufactured іп the fifth and 
sixth centuries?“ Other stamped bricks, all typical of the 
Early Byzantine period, have been recorded at the church 
at Degirmenalt (to the east of Tuzla, ninth-rwelfth centuries), 
the Myrelaion church (Bodrum Camii, 920), St George of 
Мапрапа (1042-54), Toklu Dede Mescidi (middle or second 
half of eleventh century), Vefa Kilise Camii (eleventh 
century), the monastery and church of the Transfiguration 
at Antigoni оп Burgaz (twelfth century?)“* Kariye Camii 
(Christ of the Chora, early twelfth century, early fourteenth 
century restoration), Zeyrek Camii (Christ Pantokrator, 
twelfth century), Fethiye Camu (St Mary Pammakaristos, 
twelfth century), Kalenderhane Camii (Theotokos Kyrioussa, 
twelfth century), the tower of Anemas (twelfth century), 
and amongst the ruins of the orphanage of St Paul near the 
Goths’ Column on Saray Point, which was greatly enlarged 
under Alexius I and his successor John П Comnenus.2” 


4. CONCLUSION 


The inception of systematic brickstamping roughly coincides 
with the beginning, under Theodosius I, of two hundred years 
of prolific building in Constantinople. Our latest firmly dated 
stamps carry the monogram of the emperor Maurice 
(582-602),"! and evidence from the Great Palace suggests that it 
was at some point during the seventh century that the practice of 
stamping ceased. The cessation of brickstamping in the early 


aH See Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari [sa Cami’, drawing on the notes of 
Mamboury for comparative material. 

?55 "The bricks, found during the laying of drains on 9 June 1934, may not have 
come from the church's foundations, but from a structure earlier than the church. 
See Mamboury, 'Fouilles ПІ", 427-4, 

зм. Бог the date, see Ruggien, Architecture, 205 and Ousterhout and Akyürek, 
"Burgazada', 

wW Ousterhour, Master. Builders, ідо. Ousterhout, Ahunbay, and Ahunbay, 
"First Report’, 268. 34 See pp. 11-1. 

= Information courtesy P. Hathe. 

?* For the identification of the remains, see Mango, Développement, 14. 

21 There are, possibly, same stamps from the reign of Heraclius (61041), and, 
just conceivably, some from the reign of Constantine V (741, 743-75) See pp. 121 
(no. 12), roz. 
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seventh century would have coincided with the drop in the 
city's population, with the decline in construction in the 
capital (which in turn suggests a shrinkage of the brickmaking 
industry), and with the increasing tendency to reuse building 
materials?” 

Demands for building materials must have been incessant 
during the fifth and the early sixth centuries; and it would have 
been important for all invelved in the industry to ensure that 
production and supply continued unhindered. The stamping of 
bricks is likely to have played ап important part in ensuring that 
brickmakers had met their obligations to their employer, that an 
officinator had fulfilled his contract with the dominus, and that 
the dominus had supplied the correct number of bricks to the 
state and го private building contractors. Although it has been 
suggested that the pattern of landownership changed markedly 
during the reign of Phocas, the evidence indicates that even into 
the second half of the seventh century the state, the Church, and 
the élite remained the major landowners?" The cessation of 
brickstamping is presumably connected not with changes in 
landownership, but with the decline in building activity in the 
seventh century, Orders for bricks for private building projects 
would have declined, as would the state’s annual requisition. As 
a result, the brick levy was perhaps commuted into money, or 
even removed from the annual indiction, and any occasional 
need might have been met by reversing the commutation or 
through an extraordinary levy (superindiction).7* With the 
reduction іп the scale of the industry, checking of the brick 
supply by state officials or by manufacturers themselves may 
have become a much simpler task, making brickstamping 
superfluous. The fact that brickstamping was not revived when 
the building programmes of the ninth century were initiated 
suggests that the brickmaking industry never regained its 
former scale, in large part because of the extensive use made of 
old bricks and because of the comparatively small scale of many 


of the building projects. 


*" Mamboury, “Chrisme’, 462 puts the cessation of stamping at the end of the 
sixth century. 

™ Haldon, Seventh Century, 128-32. 

2% See "Theophanes, Chronicle, лм 6232 for che special monetary tax levied by 
Leo IH after the earthquake of удо го pay For the repair of the city walls. 
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СНАРТЕК 5 


Towards establishing a chronology 


The real value of Constantinopolitan brickstamps lies in their 
potential for dating, or refining the dating of, the monuments in 
which they were used. But when he optimistically wrote that 
‘early Byzantine bricks were frequently stamped with distinc- 
tive names or monograms, thus enabling them to be closely 
dated",! Harrison was somewhat premature, since no criteria for 
dating the stamps had then been established, To a great extent, 
this has been because of the absence, until now, of alarge corpus 
of material that contains a substantial number of stamps from 
buildings whose construction can be dated fairly accurately. 
Early efforts at dating Constantinopolitan stamps were 
misguided, with scholars generally attempting to date the 
material they published on the basis of speculative and 
erroneous interpretations of the inscriptions. In particular, the 
individuals named on the stamps were commonly identified 
with emperors—a practice encouraged by the regular appear- 
ance af the abbreviation оі ) on the stamps, which it was tempt- 
ing to complete as Ba(ciiémc).? Dethier and Sorlin-Dorigny 
believed that the stamps bearing the complete name 
Коустоутіуоо had to refer to the Emperor Constantine I or to 
his son Constantius ЦО This view was later adopted by 
Ramazanoğlu, who—in what has been described as "опе of the 
most fanciful chapters in the story of Byzantine archaeo- 
logy"*—announced that he had uncovered Constantius’ Great 
Church to the south of Hagia Eirene, having found 'several 
bricks bearing the names of Constantius II, founder of the first 
St Sophia [. . .] and of his father^5 The remains, however, are 
much more likely to have belonged to the hospices (such as that 
of Samson) which are known to have been in this area, and 
which were restored by the Emperor Justinian after the Nika 
riots of 532.* As for the stamps, they could clearly refer to any 
individual bearing the common name Constantine, and they 
are, in fact, to be dated to the sixth century.’ Other forced 
imperial interpretations are not hard to find in the literature. 
Forchheimer and Strzygowski, for example, discovered a stamp 


! Harrison, Temple, 45. 

? On this abbreviation, sec pp. 21-3. 

з Dethier, "Makrikóy", 166 no. 7 Sorlin-Dongny, 'Marque', 83, 92 nos. 43, 45, 

B. 

1 * Mathews, Early Churches, 99 п. 5. 
* Ramazanoflu, Sarnre-/rene, 7-3. 
* Procopius, Busldings, 1.2.14-16; Dirimtekin, "Fouilles', 132. 
' See below p. ton Cp. Mamboury, "Nouvelle lecture’, 124-75, Mango, “Brick 
Stamps’, 24-4. 


at the Cistern of Mocius that read IN HBABAC, interpreted it 
as іу(біктіуас) n Bo(cikebovroc) Вас(тАєїом), and suggested 
that it indicated that the cistern had been repaired in 875 under 
Basil L* On the basis of similar readings, Paluka dated the 
ruins on Cemal Nadir Sokağı to the tenth or eleventh century 
under Romanus I or II, and suggested that there had been a 
repair under Andronicus II or ІП,” The structures are shown 
below to belong to the sixth century." He also dated a mid-fifth 
century cistern near Yerebatan Saray to the reign of Heraclius 
(610-41) on the basis of a brickstamp reading IN ABAHIOY, 
which he interpreted аз  iv(óumnivoc) а" Ва(стїАйшс) 
"H(paxA)tov."! 

Many scholars—Dethier and Sorlin-Dorigny in particular— 
have attempted to identify the individuals named оп brick- 
stamps with persons attested in our sources who share the same 
name. Rarely, however, have they adduced any convincing 
corroborative evidence. Thus the material recovered from the 
demolition of the south wing of the Justinianic atrium of Hagia, 
Sophia in November 1873 was wrongly dated to 547/8 by 
Sorlin-Dorigny. Without providing any justification for his 
conclusion, this scholar stated that a particular (poorly pre- 
served) stamp naming one Martyrios must refer to the archi- 
mandrite of the monastery of St Peter near the Holy Apostles 
who signed the acts of the Council of 5 36—an event that Sorlin- 
Dorigny wrongly dated to 547/8. Similarly, but somewhat 
more understandably, Gottwald ascribed a stamp from the 
Land Walls reading ААМӨ to the Praetorian Prefect 
Anthemius, who was responsible for the construction of the 
fortifications.“ But there is no guarantee that that particular 
Anthemius is meant: indeed, as Schneider observed, the 
completion of the abbreviated name might equally be 
Anthimus.” Even if its conclusions cannot be wholly accepted, 
Mamboury's eminently sensible paper of 1949 exposed such 
unsubstantiated interpretations for what they were. In a post- 
script to the article, H. Grégoire praised its author for bringing 


4 274.0, Forchheimer and Surzygowski, Wasserbebalter, 45, 160. 

* See below p. уу. 

" See pp. 96, 117. 

1i баула, Paluka, "Ziszerne', 599. For the correct date, see Betsch, Capital, 
27475. 

" Sorlin-Dorigny, "Letter". On the church, see Janin, Églises, 403. 

8 25.12. Gortwald, "Ziegelstempel', 485, no. 1. 

м Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 263. Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmawer, 148 
no. 1. AANG nevertheless appears m Avi-Yonah, Abbreviations, 4$ dated to 412. 
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дап end ‘a truly humiliating period of readings as false as they 
we impossible". 

If we are to establish a reliable chronology of Constantino- 
»olitan brickstamps, we must examine as much material as 
»ossible, and set aside such speculative rcadings. The analysis 
that follows is based on the largest catalogue of material yet 
issembled. Taking into account the findspots of the bricks and 
yur knowledge of the structures from which they came, it 
:xplores the possibility that the characteristics of brickstamps 
iltered over time. It has been pessimistically claimed that ‘brick 
itamps are of much less use in dating Byzantine construction 
han they are in dating Roman construction, since the practice of 
itamping was less systematically followed, and since confusion 
'esults from the re-use of older material."* Admittedly, the 
tvailable material poses a number of difficulties of interpreta- 
ion and analysis; but these are not, as I hope to demonstrate, 
vholly insurmountable. 


I. DETERMINING SAMPLES OF 
CONTEMPORANEOUS STAMPED BRICKS 


a. Dating stamps from tbeir content 


n order to use brickstamps for dating undated strucrures, it is 
песеззагу to assemble a large number that can be reliably dated. 
Jnfortunately, only a very few Constantinopolitan brick- 
tamps carry information that allows them to be dated inde- 
»endently. Amongst the few are those that refer explicitly to the 
imperor Justinian I (527-65) (nos. 585-91). They bear the 
nscriptions: + ‘lovctiviavod, + "loucttviavoo tod ф.Локтістоо 
both of which can be dated to Justinian’s reign), or + 
lovcttviavot vientod іуб(іктіфуос) 19^ + (which сап be dated 
о 535/6, 550/1, or 565). The last type of stamp is known to 
һауе been discovered during excavations undertaken by 
Xamazanoglu to the south of Hagia Eirene, and several 
xamples in the Hagia Sophia collection may have come from 
he excavation." The area concerned is known to have burned 
luring the Nika riots, when a fire spread south-westwards from 
he Praetorium of the Prefects to the porch of the Basilica on 
"riday, 16 January 532.9 According to Procopius, the Hospice 
X Samson, which was to the south of Hagia Eirene, was 
plendidly restored by Justinian.” Whether the surviving struc- 
ures relate to this institution or to neighbouring buildings, the 
tamps should probably be dated to 535/6. In that case the 
nscription ‘lovetivutvod yikntod should be understood as а 
etort to the cry of the rioters—Niket! 


? Grégoire in Mamboury, “Nouvelle lecture’, 125: ‘Elle met fin à une période 
éritablement humiliante de lectures aussi fausses qu'impossibles.' 

^ Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett, ‘Construction’, 468. 

V 586.12, b. Sec also р. 160. 

" Chronicon Paschale, 622, Bardill, "Lausus’, 84. Greatrex, "Riot", 34-6. 

? Procopius, Buildings, 1.3.14—16. 


Another distinctive stamp from the same excavation 
(1394-13) carries a cruciform monogram "t (Table 27, no. 54). 
Again, a number of examples are to be found in the Hagia Sophia 
collection, and they too may have come from the site. The cruci- 
form style of monogram does not seem to have come into 
fashion until after $18 (as will be shown below), The very same 
monogram is to be found on Justinianic coins, some of which 
have a profile bust on the obverse and can therefore be dated to 
before 539.” It can be resolved to give the name Justinian in the 
genitive case ( Торстутамоб). Surprisingly, the stamp appears to 
carry a date according to a system that is generally believed to 
have been introduced only in the seventh century. This system is 
the so-called ‘Byzantine’ era of creation, in which years (anni 
mundi) were calculated on the basis that the world had been 
created on 1 September 5569 Bc. The earliest certain use of this 
era is in а graffito on the Parthenon dated to Ар 695." In the 
‘Proto-Byzantine’ and ‘Alexandrian’ eras of creation, each 
annus mundi began on or near the spring equinox. These eras 
were therefore unsuitable for civil use, being used only by 
Christian chronographers and writers concerned with calcu- 
lating the date of Easter. The Byzantine era, on the other hand, 
began on the same day as the tax year, and could therefore be 
used inall sorts of documents. Foss holds that this dating system 
could not have evolved until the seventh century, when “һе 
Empire lost its richest provinces, civic life virtually came to an 
end, and the Church assumed an importance in civil administra- 
tion similar to that which it had in the West"? Having dismissed 
two alleged examples of sixth-century dates in the Byzantine 
era,” he concludes, “Їп sum, there is no certain evidence of the 
use of the era of creation in documents before the late seventh 
century AD, nor, considering the circumstances outlined above, 
is it probable that any will appear. If apparent instances occur, 
they should be examined with great care, and all possible alter- 
natives considered,” The brickstamps carrying the cruciform 
monogram of Justinian incorporate the additional letters c and 
МУ, and their readings are in no doubt. These indicate the 
number 6040, which, assuming that a date according to the 
Byzantine era is meant, would correspond to the tax year of 


> Sce Grierson, Byzantine Coins, 34, table т. 

1 Foss, ‘Era’, 242 n. 2, 

и Foss, ‘Era’, 242. 

9 Foss, ‘Era’, 245-6. The rejected dates are АМ6с12- AD 504 ona marble plaque 
in the exonarthex of the basilica of the Olympus of Laurium іп Attica, and Ам 
608e-89=AD 572981 on a marble plaque found near the south entrance of the 
narthex of St John at Ephesus. For the latter, sce now JE 7.2, 470, nos, 4392-3, where 
Foss’ reading is adopted, An apparent occurrence of the Byzantine Era in the sixth 
century that is omitted by Foss may be mentioned. Curtis and Aristarches 
(‘Anckdotoi’, 15, pl. T, по, 8) once suggested that the inscription on the nave face of 
a capital of a porphyry column on the ground floor in the south-west exedra of 
Hagia Sophia indicates the date ам 6042 ( МВ” = <МВ? and possibly the rwelfth 
indiction with which that year corresponds. See also: Curtis, Broken Rits, ii. 19; 
Lethaby and Swainson, Sancta Sophia, 196; Antoniades, Hagia Sophia, її. 29; 
Kahler, Hagia Sophia, 14 and pl. 75; Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, 186. The interpreta- 
tion is doubtful, but if correct, іт would suggest that construction had reached the 
first storey between 1 September $33 and ут August 534. 

* Foss, ‘Era’, 246. 
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1 September 531-31 August 532. Again, we may suggest that the 
bricks were used in buildings repaired immediately after the 
Nika riots, which occurred in January of 532. Bricks bearing 
these stamps were found not only in the excavations to the south 
of Hagia Eirene but also in the northern substructures of the 
Great Palace at area Ac, This part of the city, too, was damaged 
in the riots; and here Justininian is known to have rebuilt the 
Senate House and the Chalke (the palace vestibule) The 
stamps apparently carry the earliest annus mundi date according 
to the Byzantine era, being over 160 years carlier than the 
Parthenon graffito.™ 

Other stamps carry one of two slightly different cruciform 
monograms (Fig. 3, upper row, types 1 and 2). Of the rwo 
monograms, type 1 (Table 27, no. 55) clearly includes the letters 
M, A, K, O, and Y. Mango suggested the resolution Mápkov ог 
Maxapiov.” Type 2 (monogram no. 56) is similar, but includes 
a Pin addition. Monograms of type z have, as yet, been noted on 
only one particular variety of stamp (1372), where they are pre- 
ceded by two other monograms: the first names an individual 
(presumably the landowner), and the second, 5 (monogram no. 
32), is clearly to be resolved as Елі (‘in the time of’). The meaning 
of the second monogram suggests that the third gives the name 
of an official or the emperor who held power when the brick was 
manufactured, If the third monogram is imperial, then, since it is 
cruciform, it would have to refer to an emperor who ruled after 
518." The most likely candidate is the Emperor Maurice (582— 
бог), in which case the reading would be Моорікїох. 

Monograms of Maurice are known in several other media. 
Stamps on silverware have yielded only box monograms of the 
етірегог,2 A similar monogram of the box type was found on a 
porphyry column from Samandira, the location of Tiberius and 
Maurice's palace at Damatrys.? However, two types of cruci- 
form monogram that can be resolved Мооріхіоо are known 
from coins, lead seals, and sculpture (Fig. 3, upper row, types 3 
and 4). Both have the letters M, A, and K attached to the ends of 
the left, lower, and right arms of a cross respectively. Bur neither 
is identical to either of the two types found on brickstamps. In 
type 3, а Pis attached to the right-hand upright of the M and an 
9 ligature surmounts the upper arm, whereas in type 4, the P 
surmounts the upper arm and the Y sits upon it. In type 4, there- 
fore, the loop of the P also serves as the О, Type 3 occurs on 
sixth-century pentanummia minted in Antioch? and on a 


5 Procopius, Buildings, 1.10.3-20. For the destesction of this area on the night of 
14 January or on 15 January 532, see Chronicon Paschale, 62 1—2, Bardill, "ausus", 
84, and above p. 34. 

* ‘The number is most unlikely to be explained as an isopsephism (that is, the 
numerical value of the letters in а name, prayer, or blessing): isopsephisms are 
unatrested on brickstamps, whereas dares (in indictions) are regularly used. 

9 Mango, ‘Brick Stamps’, fig. 3. ^ Sec below pp. 48-9. 

*¥ See Cruikshank Dodd, Silver Stamps, 14 and table 2, nos. 30-1 (square and 
hexagonal stamps), table 3, nos. 30-1 (long stamps). By combining the defaced 
stamps, Dodd has identified two types, see table т, 

% See Meliopoulas, Topothesia’, 230; Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 424, по, 40; SEG, уу 
(1987) тобу. 

* See C, Morrison, Monnaies byzantines, no. 199; Grierson, ‘Monograms’, 5; 
Bendall and Roper, ‘Monograms’, 55. 


Туре! Type2 Type 3 Type4 


- 
-- ood 40 


FtG. з. Cruciform monograms of Maurice and Heraclius 


capital reused in eleventh-century repairs to the Anastasis 
Rotunda in Jerusalem.” There is no doubt that the monogram 
on the capital refers to Maurice, since another from the same 
location can be resolved Tifepiov (Maurice's other name)? 
Type 4 is known on coins and on lead seals.* The resolution of 
the monograms on the seals is certain, since the reverse carries 
the inscription MAURICII, 

The monogramis just discussed (types 3 and 4) are similar, but 
not identical, to those on the brickstamps (types 1 and 2). Туре 
t (monogram no. 55) is similar to type 3, except that the P is 
entirely missing; and type 2 (monogram no. 56) is similar to type 
4, except that a complete 8 ligature sits upon the P. Despite the 
slight differences, there is no reason why the monograms on the 
brickstamps (types 1 and 2) could not refer to Maurice. In fact, 
the emperor Heraclius (610-41) had four different types of 
cruciform monogram, and these correspond to all four types 
of the proposed monograms of Maurice, an H standing in place 
of the M in each case (Fig. 3, lower row). Stamps of Heraclius on 
silverware correspond to types 1, 2, and 3 of the proposed, 
monograms of Maurice?’ Heraclius! equivalent of type 4 is 
known from both silverstamps and соїп$.* Besides types 1 and 
2, there are also two incompletely preserved types of monogram 
that refer to Maurice (monogram nos. 57, 58). 

Those stamps that bear an indiction in addition to a mono- 
gram of Maurice refer to а fifteenth, first, or second year in an 
indiction cycle, and can therefore be dated to 582 or 582/3 or 
583/4 or, in the following indiction cycle, to 596/7 or 597/8 or 
598/9. That the reading of the monogram and the dating of the 
stamps is correct is strongly supported by the discovery of a 
number of such stamps during the excavation of achurch whose 
location corresponds to that of a church known to have been 
built under Maurice in the year 597/8.7 


№ See Corbo, 11 Santo Sepolcro, її. pl. 21 and Coüasnon, Holy Sepulchre, 74-7, 
pl. 24b. 

У Corbo, Il Santo Sepolcro, ii. 21, iii. photos 41-2. 

М Morrison, Monnates byzantines, nos. 205, 108. Laurent, Les sceaux byzantins, 
nos, 222 (catalogued as a private seal), 279 (caralogued аз а monograntmatic seal). 

^ Type 1 equivalent: Cruikshank Dodd, Silver Stamps, 14 type с with table 2, 
square stamps on nos, 69-70. Туре 2 equivalent: Cruikshank Dodd, Silver Stamps, 
та type a, table 2, square stamps on nos. 47-9, уо-2, 545, 55b-59, 61, 6475, 67-9; 
hexagonal stamps on nos, 37-9, $52). Type 3 equivalent: Cruikshank-Dodd, Silver 
Stamps, 14 type b, table 2, square stamps on nos, 57-9, 41, 44-6; hexagonal stamp оп 
по. {7. | 

% Cruikshank Dodd, Silver Stamps, table 2, square and hexagonal stamps on nos. 
72-3. Cruikshank Dodd, Silver Stamps, 14 does nor mention this type. Grierson, 
Byzantine Corts, v4. V Sce pp iF oh 
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The catalogue contains details of a large number of bricks 
tamped with monograms of Maurice. It is therefore possible to 
tudy the average dimensions of bricks made during his reign. 
Cable 1 lists all of the stamped bricks that can reliably be dated to 
he time of Maurice. 


TABLE т, Dimensions of bricks bearing stamps of the reign of 
Maurice (mm.) 





tamp type and number Lengths Length2 Thickness 
‘eopyiow (tabula ansata) 
226.1a (AM 73) (260) (248) 40 
"ecwvrio erpi ) (central monogram type) 
z3o.1b (AM 134) (227) (190) 37-40 
230.24 (AM 201) (285) (255) 35746 
230.24 (AM 67) 329 (279) 37 
230.34 (AM 68) (337) (295) 2 
230.34 (АМ t20) (183) (175) 43 
231.18 345 320 47 
231.1b 350 ? 45 
232.1a (249) (157) 43 
230.14 ? ? да 
233.та 545 337 45 
1375.14 (АМ гоо) В ? 38-40 
'pryopiov (tabula ansata) 
259.2a (АМ 59) 332 (232) 39 
vonon (tabula ansata) 
312.14 ? ? 17 
grata (АМ 129) (245) (192) да 
312.13 (АМ 167) зда 327 38-42 
313-1b (AM 344) (26е) (129) ya 
313-1b (AM 130) 335 320 36 
gc | й ? : 
314-1a (AM гот) ? ? 30-45 
3eo6octov коціттос) (tabula ansata) 
$13: 1a (AM 164) 337 314 35-49 
loxvAou (tabula ansata) 
1028.1a (AM 4) 337 525 48 
го28.лс 170 ijo уз 
Тоо [rabala аптаға) 
то6.лЬ (АМ 19) 335 317 ya 
тофбалҺ(АМ тот) a ? 2 "m 
тол (AM 441) (216) (205) 43 
Jeopdvo (triple monogram type) 
1372.18 (AM 41) зда (182) 38 
1372.14 (АМ 72) (290) (214) 42 
1372.18 (AM 151) 340 320 37-40 
1372.1c ? ? Ag 
1372.1d (253) (220) 40 
1374.18 ? ? ja 


Stamp type and number Length: Lengths Thickness 
Missing name (triple monogram type?) 
1576.13 (АМ 194) ? ? 17-40 


Uncertain name (triple monogram type) 
тутула (AM 87) (159) (152) 44 


Note: 232.12, although lacking a monogram of Maurice, bears the same name and 
title as other stamps with the monogram. 1114.18, although ataksia ansata, carried 
а monogram (no. $9, only partially preserved) thar does пог appear то refer to 
Maurice, Tins is perhaps the result of poor carving or recording, however. 


The data in Table x reveal that the minimum brick length is 314 
mm, the maximum 3 50 mm, and the mean 334 mm. Allowing 
one standard deviation to either side of the mean, we may state 
that brick lengths in this period were typically within the range 
of 323 to 344 mm. The lengths are quite distinct from those of 
the fifth and early sixth centuries, since the Bifth-century mean 
length was 374 mm., and the early sixth-century mean length 
was somewhat less at 369 mm.” Thus, the bricks with which we 
are dealing are consistently and considerably smaller, This helps 
to confirm that the bricks bearing the proposed monograms of 
Maurice do indeed form a distinct group. 

The cruciform monogram does not seem to have appeared 
until after 518. This observation is important in indicating a 
terminus post quem for the manufacture of the many bricks 
(and, indeed, other objects) bearing such monograms; it there- 
fore requires demonstration. The cruciform monogram is to be 
distinguished from the box monogram (otherwise called a 
"block", 'double-bar" or “square* monogram). Monograms of the 
box type are often based around a letter with two verticals or 
two horizontals—such as М, M, or Z—or around two letters 
each with a single vertical. Those of cruciform type are based 
around а cross. To the central cross ог, in the case of box mono- 
grams, to the major letter or letters, are fused the other letters 
that appear in the name, word, or phrase that the monogram 
represents, Іп the case of the cruciform monogram the letters are 
placed at the end of the arms and sometimes at the intersection. 
Itis rarely easy to solve these monograms, and often impossible 
to do so with certainty, particularly given that letters are some- 
times omitted. 

Box monograms of the Emperor Justinian 1, which are to be 
solved as ЧТоюстмімаї, are common оп the capitals of 59 
Sergius and Bacchus (527-36, probably 530-34), Hagia Eirene 
and Hagia Sophia (both 532-37), and St John at Ephesus (53 5/ 
6-41) (Fig. 4)? They are based around the letter N, with both Т 

М See p. bog. [ 

М Fig. 4 shows selected examples. Sec Harrison, Saraphane L тїз, fig. L, Vickers, 
“A "New" Capital’ (St Polyeukros); Swainson, ‘Monograms’ (55 Sergius and 
Bacchus); George, St Eirene, pl. 16 (Hagia Eirene); Curtis and Aristarches, 'Anek- 
dotoi', 13-15 {Нара Sophia); Antaniades, Hagia Sophia, n. 23, 29, 31, 34, 35; 68, 69, 
205, 209, 213, 225, 231, 232, 236, 297, 309, 36, 335, 345, 356 (Нара Sophia}; /Е, 
xvili/2, vit/2, na. 4163 (St John at Ephesus), For the date of 55 Sergius and Bacchus, 


see Bardill, "Sts. Sergius and Bacchus", 2-4, то. For the date of St John's, see Fuss, 
Ephesus, 88 with n, 88, 
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ST, POLYEUKTOS 





Fre. 4. Monograms on architectural sculpture 


and a L (square C) attached to the right-hand upright, with the 
A inserted beneath the diagonal of the N in one of several ways, 
and with the OY diphthong crowning the uprights. The letter I 
is, of course, contained within the uprights of the М. 

The monograms of the Empress Theodora (Өсебаңмес) in 55 
Sergius and Bacchus are also of the box type (Fig. 4). They are 
based around two letters with single uprights (Pand E), since no 
letter in her name has two uprights. The 0) rests atop the two 
verticals, the © (which incorporates the О, and, if lozenge- 
shaped, the А also) is between them as the central letter, and the 
А is below the ©. Іп some cases, the А is created by adding a 
horizontal bar below the A. The monograms of BociAeoc (in 
55 Sergius and Bacchus, Hagia Eirene, and Hagia Sophia) are 
similarly built up, using B and E with (D above. It is possible that 
Theodora's cruciform monogram had not yet been developed 
when the capitals of SS Sergius and Bacchus were carved, 
between 427 and 536. It may even be that the cruciform type 
itself had not yet emerged, and only appeared after 532 in Hagia 
Eirene and Hagia Sophia, bur this cannot be proved beyond 
doubt. 


© See Бага, “Sts, Sergius and Bacchus’, 2-3 for further discussion, 


Unlike those іп SS Sergius and Bacchus, the monograms of 
Theodora in Hagia Eirene and St John at Ephesus are all of the 
cruciform type, and the majority at Hagia Sophia are too (Fig. 
4). The letters attached to the cross are Ө, E, (D, P, and A. As in 
the box monogram, the © incorporates О, and the A is formed 
either by adding a bar beneath the A or by using a lozenge- 
shaped theta placed at the intersection of the cross, Theodora’s 
cruciform monograms in Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene are 
apparently the earliest dated examples of the type (с.5 33), and 
may have been the very first. Similarly, the earliest dated cruci- 
form monogram of Justinianyoccurs on stamped bricks that can 
be dated to 532." 

Although the negative evidence from SS Sergius and Bacchus 
cannot be taken to put the introduction of the cruciform type 
securely after $27, it seems certain that it was not introduced till 
after 518, since all of the intact monograms on the surviving 
sculpture and brickstamps from St Polyeuktos are of the box 
type (Fig. 4). The sculpture must date to after 518 (when work 
onthe church's superstructure began)." Consequently, the first 
appearance of the cruciform monogram may be placed securely 
in the period %18-33,“ and we may date all brickstamps bearing 
cruciform monograms to after 518. 

The box monogram continued to be used alongside the cruci- 
form monogram for some time. Jointly, Justin П ($65—78) and 
Sophia used a box monogram, but the emperor alone used both 
cruciform monograms and a box monogram,” The Emperor 
Maurice (582-602), as we have seen, used only a cruciform 
monogram on his coins, but on silverstamps a box monogram 
was used. After the reign of Phocas (602-19), it appears that the 
box monogram was hardly used. 


Б. Dating stamps from their context 


The stamps I have just discussed, which can be dated fairly 
accurately on the basis of their inscriptions alone, represent a 
small proportion of the whole corpus of Constantinopolitan 
brickstamps. Other datable stamped bricks have to be obtained 
from the fabric of more or less accurately dated buildings. But 
bricks found fm sit in the fabric of a structure may not, of 
course, be contemporary with the main construction period. A 
building might have been repaired once or many times, and the 
stamped bricks it yields may relate to the original construction 
phase or to any later repair. Furthermore, the bricks used for 
construction or repair may have been manufactured and 
stamped many years before they were used, either because they 
were stockpiled or because they were salvaged from another 

“1 Sce pp. 467. 

41 The brickstamps are 1346.74, 1378.10, 1386.12, за, 2b, 1391. 1a, 1393.18. For the 
monograms in Fig. 4, set above n. 33. 

9 For the dating, onthe basts of the brickstamps, see below pp. 62—4, 111-6. 

ЧО Weigand, "Diptychon', 130 placed the introduction of the cruciform type 
"‘terischen узо und 540." Seealso the discussion of Cruikshank Dodd, Silver Stamps, 
15. 


" See Grierson, Byzantine Cams, 34 table т. Cruikshank Dodd, Silver Stamps, 
table 2, 05, 20-7. 
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building. Pessimistically, therefore, the date of a building's 
original construction gives neither a reliable terminus ante nor 
terminus post quem for the production of the bricks used іп it, 
The main building period may be accepted as a terminus ante 
quem forthe manufacture of a stamped brick if a point was made 
of checking that the masonry in which it was discovered 
appeared to belong to the original structure, rather than to a later 
repair or alteration. That a brick had been reused might be clear 
from its fragmentary state, from signs of different types of 
adhering mortar or from attempts to chisel away the old mortar 
before the brick was relaid.“ 

Since few bricks are in fact found in situ, the material selected 
as the basis for a chronological analysis cannot realistically be 
restricted to such bricks, Loose bricks, which form a large pro- 
portion of the material in the catalogue, can be associated witha 
particular structural period—and sometimes at best with a 
particular building—with varying degrees of probability. It is 
by assessing these probabilities that we must approach the 
chronological analysis of Constantinopolitan brickstamps. 

Amongst the stamped bricks recovered at a particular site, itis 
not always easy to determine a sample of contemporaneous 
material. By excluding certain stamps from the sample, we can 
reduce the likelihood that the remaining sample is contaminated 
by bricks of a much earlier or later date, Stamped bricks found in 
parts of a building thatare suspected to be additions or repairs to 
the main construction should generally be excluded from а 
sample, although in a few cases it is possible to demonstrate 
that bricks used to make a repair were in fact obtained from the 
original damaged fabric." Stray bricks found some distance 
from the main construction area, or which cannot be said with 
certainty to relate to the site, may also be excluded. 

The main consideration when establishing the samples, how- 
ever, is the indiction dates on the stamps. Many brickstamps 
(particularly those of the fifth century) include a numeral 
between one and fifteen that refers to a year in an indiction 
cycle.” The Greek numerals from one to fifteen are as follows: 
A’ (1), B (2), T” (3), A (4s Е (5), с (6), Z (7), H (8), Ө (ә), T 
(то), LA’ or АГ (11), [B’ or ВІ (12), IT" or ГГ (13) LA’ or AT (14), 
ТЕ" or ЕГ (15). The numeral ts often preceded by an abbrevia- 
пап for {убүктїфуос or évóueriüvoc. The term "indiction' was 
used to refer both to a cycle of fifteen years and to the individual 


* The majority of the stamped bricks found in the pavement of Tower no. 2 in the 
walls of Nessebar were covered with mortar, indicating that they had come from 
demolished structures (Ognenóva-Marinova, ‘Briques’, 119). Emerson and van 
Nice noted that badly chipped bricks occurred together in walls of the south-east 
buttress of Hagia Sophia ("Preliminary Report’, 418). 

т See eg. on St Jahn of Stoudios p. бт. 

“ Sorlin-Doriguy's assertion ("Inscriptions', 83) thar indictions did notappear ert 
arickstamps until the reign of Justinian is quite wrong: the first firmly dated indic- 
лапу оп bricks come from the second Great Church, dedicated in ату. Talbot Rice's 
itarement (GP П, тоў) that ‘the count refers to the issue of bricks rather chan tà a 
fate’ із equally false. Neither Mamboury ("Nouvelle lecture") nor Mango ("Brick 
Stamps"), to whom Talbot Rice referred in support of this assertion, said any such 
ching, and Mango provested in a review ("Review Г, 68 n. 2). 

, Оп the frequency of the inversion of vwo-letter indictions, see Mango and 
»evéenka, ‘Inscriptions’, 14 (commentary to inscription no. 17). 


years within a cycle. When іт is necessary to draw a distinction, 
I shall refer either to an ‘indiction cycle’ or to an ‘indiction year". 

The system of dating by indictions was first introduced in 
314, but the beginning of the first fifteen-year indiction cycle 
was backdated, so that its first year spanned our years AD 312 
and 313.9? The indiction year originally began on 23 September 
in the Eastern Empire, but later, in the second half of the fifth 
century (sometime after 452), the beginning of the year was 
changed to 1 September.” Each indiction year therefore spans 
two of our own лр years (the last three or four months of one 
year and the first eight or nine of the following year). 

To calculate the indictions corresponding to any AD year, add 
three and divide the total by fifteen. The remainder gives the 
main indiction of that year (that is, from 1 January to 31 August 
or 22 September). The following indiction corresponds to the 
last three or four months of the same year (from 1 September or 
23 September to 31 December). A remainder of zero indicates 
the fifteenth indiction. For example, the two indictions that 
correspond to Ар 542 are the fifth (E^) and the sixth (с), since 
(542+ t 15236. 5. 

To work outthe years An to which а particular indiction 
corresponds, add 311 to the indiction. This gives the earliest 
AD year to which that indiction corresponds (from r September 
or 23 September to 31 December). The same indiction corres- 
ponded ro the first eight or nine months of the following year 
(from т January to 31 August or 22 September), By adding 
multiples of fifteen, the subsequent years corresponding to that 
іпфіспоп may be ascertained.” Thus the first indiction (А) 
occurred in 312/13, 327/8, 342/3 and so on, where 313, 328, and 
343 are the years corresponding to the majority of the indiction. 

Table 2 shows the indiction numbers corresponding to the 
AD years with which this study 15 concerned. 

The inscriptions on a significant number of stamps present 
ambiguities in the reading of indictions, but some of these are 
only apparent. Three common causes of ambiguity may be 
noted. First, there are many fifth-century stamps whose inscrip- 
tions begin INAI. It will be demonstrated below that these are 
almost certainly to be interpreted as 1у(біктібуос) ӧл“, rather 
than as iv8(ixtivoc) 17. Second, the similarity of the letter 
stigma, c (which is used to indicate the number six), to the 
abbreviation sign or space-filler, S, often results in ambiguity. 
Third, a reversed Z (i.e. X) is also found, and it 1s sometimes 
uncertain whether this is to be taken as a sixth or seventh 


1 The Chronicon Paschale, an ута states, ‘From bere is the start of Constantinian 
indictions', and, under AD 562, records, ‘the first indiction was established in the 
consulship of Volusianus and Anianus В.е, in 3147. The papyrological evidence for 
backdating was first presented by Kase, P.Princ Roll, 15-1, and is accepted by 
Bagnall and Worp, Chronological Systeris, 4-5. іп their commentary on the 
Chronicon Paschale, Whitby and Whitby (n. 386) wrongly allege thar there is по 
evidence to support the backdating. 

* Grumel, Chronologie, 199. That the year had dance begun on 25 September is 
also indicated іп manuscripts of the treh and rath centuries: see Malkin, ‘Nouvelle 
année". 

“ There is no justification for the statement that ‘indictions float" (Fowden, 
"DConsranine', 275), 
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Taste 2. Indictions and corresponding years Ap 
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{412/435 31/4 314/54. 3159/6 б/у ЇН 318/g — i19/20 420I yaiz 3422/4 за 3/9 32/6 326/5 


327/8 328/50 3429/30 зл  3i1/3  3iz/4 — 3313/4 ам 


39/6 цб? 337/58 338/9 339/40 зд: yh 


3142/3. 343/4 — 3445 345/6 | 346/7 | 347/8 || 348/9 | 349/50 зү 3531/2. 3532/3 3533/4  354/5 | 3353/6 376/5 


357/8 378/9 359/60 36o/r ұбт 5362/3 3631/4 Gass 


36/6 366/7 367/8 368/9 369/70 3701 уз 


yaa 373/44 | 374/5 379/6 3178/7 377/8 378/9 || з79/8о aioi у81/2 | 382/3  38y/4 3484/5 385/6 386/7 


387/8 388/9 3489/90 390:  391/2  392/3 || 393/4 394/5 


395/6 396/7 397/8 398/9 399/4900 дос/т  or/s 


4017/3 403/4 44/5 цо 6 | 4085/7 — 407/8 4o8/g 4oo/ta теуі 411/2 ді 413/4 04 414/5 — 41/6 атб/у 


4178 | 418/90 | 419/20 зз 421/2 aah 423/4 — a24/5 


425/6 4256/7 42719 aabo  az9/3o дат — 431/2 


432/3 433/4 нат 438/6 4збі7 437/8 43/9 | 439/40 дойт 441/2 — 442/3 443/4 dadis 445/6 446/7 


447/8 448/9 | 449/50 о дус/1 д> 4523/3 дд 454/5 


455/6 456/7 | 457/8 | as8/o — 4so/Go бот génia 


46/3 — 4631/4 | 464/5 465/6 | 466/7 467/% ^ 468/9 469/70 azoli || ау ауы; 473/4 47450 475/6 476/7 


4772/8 — 478/9 | 479/80 aboli | 481/2 aizi 483/4 — 484/5 


4835/6 486/7 487/8 | 488/o 489/90 доот doria 


492/5 493/4 494/5 | 495/6 496/7 497/8 — 498/99 499/500 soot || gor/2 бо; доза о; 03/6 06/7 


$c7/8 | соб/д X geg/ro оі хт 12} {1344 SLPS 


514/6 $16/7.— $17/8 {18/0 50/20 $20/1 | сага 


{223% — $23/4 sap 23/6 фаб/у7  527/8 | $28/9 | заду %Ҙ0/1 531/2 | 5323 узаар 5334/5 || 535/6 536/у 


53789 | $38/9 тізіле доп ратй — $42/3 0 $43/4 MS 


pas/6 — 546/7 | 5476 Шә  g49/yo р: уз 


5523 эра зз; | 5556 | 5567 557/8 — 558/9 обо | $6o/1 {б/т | с62/3 5631/4  $64/$ — 565/6 566/7 


$67/8 568/9 —$69/7o0 ут у>  s72/3 рума — 574/5 


575/6 5262 7/8 | 578/9 579/80 «Шот йз 


582/3 | 5831/4 — 584/5 5896 (86/0 53986 58/9  5;89/g9o sgorr j91/2  592/3 3593/4 94/5 59/6 596/7 


$97/8 598/9 ң99/бос 6oc/i dort oxy 603/4 || 6Go4/s 


6o05/6 боб/7 бой | боб/9 fro  61o/1 inin 





indiction (although fortunately the difference is not too great), 
or even as an S-shaped abbreviation sign or space-filler. 

There seems to be no good reason to doubt that an indiction 
number on а brickstamp accurately indicates the year in which 
the brick was manufactured. Indeed, the accuracy of the dates is 
suggested by the fact that on certain dies care has been taken to 
alter the indicnon number from the preceding vear.? If it is 
correct to suggest that the brickstamps served to prave that the 
requisite number of bricks had been made in a given year," it 
would clearly have been in both the contractor's and the 
landowner's interests to ensure that the bricks were stamped 
with the correct date. In several cases, the indiction dates on the 
brickstamps found аг a particular site are concentrated within 
spans of about four or бує years. This clustering isa further indi- 
cation that the dates on the stamps give a broadly accurate indi- 
cation of the year of manufacture. 

Clusters of indictions are crucial for our purposes, since we 
may reasonably infer that the bricks in such clusters were manu- 
factured in consecutive years, and that they belong to a single 
period of construction at the site concerned. In many cases, this 
is probably the original construction period, although it is con- 
ceivable that a large number of contemporary bricks might have 
been salvaged from a single demolished structure.’ Stamps with 

9 Ser eg. рола (A ro y] 2190. 1a (с to 2) дума (17 to ta); 311.12, 319.12 (I to 
ty); 27.1, 1066.12, 1E 43.1, E 174-1 (ty t0 1675 991. Ta (uc to à" 2). Thereare many cases 
of the third or thirteenth indiction being changed to the fourth or fourteenth by the 
addition of a single diagonal stroke to the gamma, such as 18.12, 32.04, 1242.14, 
1294. 1a. Where a square theta is used to indicate a ninth indiction, it may have been 


altered from an eta: e.g. 85.1, 124.1. H See pp, 19-26. 
9 This was in fact the case at Tokludada Mescidi: see pp. 81, 9c, ІТ). 


indictions that fall outside the cluster are likely to relate to other 
periods of construction, or to indicate reused or stockpiled 
material. Such stamps may therefore be omitted from the sample 
selected for chronological analysis. 

It is possible—particularly if a structure has undergone 
regular restoration (such as the Land Walls)—that the indictions 
on material relating to a construction phase earlier or later than 
the main phase will coincide with the dates in the main cluster. 
Аз a result, there is always the possibility that a sample of 
supposedly contemporary material is contaminated with pieces 
of other periods. 

Indiction chusters are particularly useful for establishing 
samples of contemporary stamps at fifth-century sites. In the 
sixth. century, however, the use of indictions became less 
frequent, and undated stamps can constitute large proportions 
of the material recovered at sites of the period. It would be 
unrealistic to exclude them all from the sample, although retain- 
ing them may mean that the sample is contaminated with reused 
bricks or bricks from later periods of repair.^^ Other stamps are 
Íragmentary, and have indictions that are not certainly com- 
plete. If the complete indiction could possibly have fallen with- 
in the indiction cluster, it has seemed best, considering the 
paucity of available material, to include such stamps within the 
sample. 

There follows in Chapters 6 and 7 a series of discussions con- 
cerning the dating of sites that have yielded important groups of 
stamped bricks. The evidence adduced for the dating of the sites 


** See pp. ғос-ісі. 
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is literary and archaeological. The brickstamps, however, have 
not been taken into account in order to avoid circular argu- 
mentation: they are considered іп Chapters 8-10, For con- 
venience, the discussions have been treated in two distinct 
chapters, according to the degree to which the evidence from a 
site allows a date to be assigned to it: the more closely dated sites 
are to be found in Chapter 6, and the less closely dated ones in 
Chapter у. In Chapter 7, in particular, there is often a lack of 
information regarding the structures from which the bricks 
were recovered, and I have done my best to assemble relevant 
details. For instance, in the cases of the ruins on Cemal Nadir 
Sokağı, the cisterns in Gülhane, and the remains near Mercan 
Caddesi (structures which are now lost), it has also been neces- 
sary to discuss adjacent structures in case they should provide a 
clue as to the dating of the lost buildings. For each site discussed 
in Chapters 6—7 I have attempted to establish a sample of stamps 
that were apparently used within a few years of one another. 
These samples are compared in Chapter 8 in an analysis of the 
dates of both the brickstamps and the sites from which they 


сате. 


c. Construction techniques 


Owing to the importance of construction techniques for distin- 
guishing between Byzantine masonry of the fifth and sixth 
centuries in Constantinople, a brief overview of the styles will 
make repetition unnecessary below. Typical work may be 
characterized by the following dared cases: (1n the fifth century) 
the Land Walls (405-13), the Palace of Antiochus (c.415 or 
с.430), St John of Stoudios (с.450), and the church of the 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia (probably с.457-74); (in the 
sixth-century) St Polyeuktos (between уто and 527), 55 Sergius 
and Bacchus (probably 530-36), and Hagia Sophia (532-37). 

Although the Land Walls show great variation in the detail of 
the original structure, typical fifth-century work consists of a 
core of rubble bonded together with a lime mortar,” and faced 
with limestone blocks. After between 7 and го courses of stone 
(abour 1.5 m. high), a brick band у courses deep (about 0.42 m. 
high) penetrates right through the wall (РІ. I). At the Palace 
of Antiochus, the lower part of the walls of the main, fifth- 
century construction is of large carefully cut blocks of grey 
limestone from 0.35 to 0.50 m. in height. These are bound 
together with iron cramps encased in lead. Upon this, the super- 
structure consists of stone-faced mortared rubble with brick 
bands, in a style similar to that seen in the Land Walls. Here, 

57 The dates given are discussed elsewhere: pp. 112-5 (Land Walls), pp. 56-60, 
167-9 (Palace of Antiochus), pp. бо-т, 109 (St John of Stoudios), p.33 n. 88 (Theo- 
tokos in the Chalkoprateia), pp. 62-4, 111-16 (St Polyeuktos), pp. 64-7, 116 (Нара 
Sophia). For 55 Sergius and Bacchus, see Bardill, ‘Sts. Sergius and Bacchus’, 2-4, 10. 

* An ageregate of fine sand and coarse brick fragments was added ta the mortar. 
Entersonand van Nice, ‘Preliminary Report’, 422 п. 34 report that sea sand was used 
in Hagia Sophia, This was apparently the case ас St Polyeukeos also: Harrison, 
Saragluane L 27. 


?' Ward-Perkins in GP II, 66, Foss, ‘Constantinople’, 52-3, 75, styles A, B, and 
Ст. See conveniently Mango, Architecture, xa, pl. 1. 


however, the proportion of stone is much smaller: the small 
stone facing-blocks are arranged in bands of 4 courses, about 
о.до m. high; the brick bands are 9-13 courses deep and around 
o.8o—1.15 m. high (РІ. TV). Slightly more stone is employed in 
the banded masonry of Stoudios' basilica of 5t John, where 
bands of 3 courses of stone, о.бо m. high, alternate with bands of 
5 courses af brick, 0.43-0.44 m. high (РІ. V)“ The foundations, 
which extend downwards for about 2.6 m., are of large reused 
blocks of limestone, joined together with dovetail cramps.” The 
church of the Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia is constructed 
purely of brick (mortar beds 5.5 cm. thick, то brick courses 
0.91 m. high) upon two levelling courses of greenstone blocks, 
which are now about 2.50 m. below ground level (Pl. VIDA 
Although it is tempting to see in this evidence a general trend 
towards using less stone and more brick as the fifth century pro- 
gressed, it is difficult to generalize on the basis of so few closely 
dated monuments.” 

By the sixth century, pure brick construction with occasional 
single courses of limestone or greenstone blocks had become the 
norm. In addition, average brick dimensions had declined 
slightly, while mortar beds had increased in depth.5 Of the 
superstructure of the church of St Polyeuktos, only two sections 
of a single pier from the west wall of the church survived; never- 
theless these give an impression of the construction technique 
employed. The lower section consisted of у courses of brick- 
work, a length of cornice, then 30 courses of brickwork. The 
upper section was of fourteen brick courses between two pro- 
jecting cornices.” The extensive use of brickwork was also 
reflected їп the substructures. At ground level was a broad 
levelling course of large dovetail-cramped blocks." Above this, 
in the west wall of the narthex, was pure brickwork interrupted 
by a single course of greenstone blocks after every ten courses." 
In the west wall of the church, the cramped blocks supported 
masonry of 5 courses of brick, $ courses of carefully dressed 
stone, Io or ІІ courses of brick, a course of rougher stone, and 
r1 more courses of brick (Pl. VIT).” At 55 Sergius and Bacchus, 

92 Ward-Perkins in GP П, 65, Naumann and Belting, Expbemiakirche, 35-6, 40, 
fig. 5. u NVard-Perkins in GP IT, 72-1. 

* See Peschlow, "Istanbul 1979' and Peschlow, Johanneskirche". 

о Mathews, Early Churches, 28 with pls. 17 (apse) and 19-20 (north wall). See 
Mango, Architecture, 12, рі. 3 (north wall with scale), Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 
77. pl. 57 (apse), Kleiss, "Neue Befunde, тут and рі. 42.2 (apse). The greenstone 
foundations were noted by Dirimtekin, 'Skevophylakion', 339. Ward-Perkins does 
not discuss the church in GP 1L 

Мм Suchatrend was suggested by Naumann, "Kundbsu', 206-7. 

** Michell, Aran, and Liggett, ‘Construction’, 474 table 3, 475 fig. 4. For демі 
discussion of brick dimensions, see pp. 48, 192-6. 

9 Harrison, Saraghane I, pls. 69, 71-3; Harrison, Temple, pl. үс. 

2 [n the 7 m.-wide nave foundation walls and in the walls of the passages beneath 
the north aisle, che course of cramped blocks was 3 m. higher than in the narthex 
because the ground sloped steeply from the north (Harrison, Saraçhane L 413). 

^ Harrison, Saraghane I, 22-3, pls. 39, 47; Harrison, Temple, 54 fig. 49, 66 fig. 65. 
The cramped blocks in the huge nave foundations were topped by four courses 
of blocks and a brick band five courses deep; above this, the mortared rubble core 
survived for about о. у m. (Harrison, Saraphane I, 21, pls. 18-19; Harrison, Temple, 
pi, fig. 46). 

М Harrison, бағарһане 1, 22, 23 fg, F, pls. о, ух, 37, 38; Harrison, Temple, уу 
hg. $2, Gt fig. 59, 62 fig. 62 (west wall of church). The rough course of stone in the 
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in the sixth-century masonry of the east, north, and west walls, 
single courses of stone appear with a similar frequency, after то 
or 15 courses of brick (РІ. VIIT).? Similarly, in Hagia Sophia, 
the walls are of solid brick with a stone course 0.4-o.5 m. high 
after every 14 or 15 courses of brick." The outer wall of the 
carhedral's south-west buttress pier is constructed of 15 courses 
of limestone, 20 courses of brick, a single course of greenstone, a 
further 20 courses of brick, and another of greenstone.” Only 
the main piers bearing the dome were built of ashlar. These con- 
sisted of limestone blocks, measuring on average 0.45 m. deep 
and up to 1 m. long,” which were apparently joined together 
using iron cramps sealed with lead. Pure brickwork with 
occasional stone courses was also used to construct the shaft of 
Justinian's equestrian column in the Augustaion. By the time the 
historian Pachymeres was writing in the thirteenth century, the 
column had been stripped of its original bronze cladding, 
revealing pure brick masonry divided at intervals by just ten 
courses of white stone.” The apse of the North Church at 
Kalenderhane Camii, which appears to have been built under 


west wall corresponded with ground level to the north of the church. Above this 
stone course in the worth wall survived five courses of brick, four of carefully 
dressed stone and five more of brick: Harrison, Saraghane I, 22, pl. 28; Harrison, 
Temple, ig. 73. 


№ See Mathews, Early Churches, pl. 26 (apse). This church is not considered by 
Ward-Perkins in GP IL 

^ Ward-Perkins in GP IT, 71-2, Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, бу- 70. 

? See Mainstone, Hagia Sopina, 68, pl. 84. 

? Mamboury, 'Fouilles ШІ", 417. Ramazanoglu, ‘Sophien-Kirche’, figs. 11, 23-4. 
Emerson and van Nice, "Collapse", тот, 102 fig. то. Mainstone, Нара Sophia, 67. 

" Procopius" assertion that these blocks were joined together by pouring molten 
lead into the interstices must be a misunderstanding of the sealing of iron cramps 
(Buildings, 1.1.51-3, trans. Mango, Art, 76). Sheets of lead used for cushioning, 
which have been found at the springing of arches in Hagia Sophia (Emerson and van 
Nice, ‘Collapse’, 100-1, fig. то; Butler, Nave Cormices, 36), were described accurate- 
ly by Paul the Silentiary (Description of Hagia Sophia, lines 476-80, trans. Mango, 
Art, 83). Scholarly consensus (mistaken in my opinion) is that Procopius 15 making 
а confused reference to such sheets: see Procopius, Buildings, ed. Dewing 24-5 n. 1; 
Dagron, Constantinople imaginaire, 237; Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, 186; Mango, 
Art, 76.5. тос Mango, "Fabric", 44; Butler, "Hagia Sophia's Nave Cornices', 69, n. 37. 
Cramps in the piers are also mentioned in the largely fictional Diegesis, 13 (trans. 
Dagron, Constantinople imaginame, 203). Hellenkemper Salies, “Groflen Palast’, 
281-3 was therefore wrong to assert that cramping made its last appearance in the 
Palace of Antiochus. Cramps were also used to join the cornice blocks in Hagia 
Sophia: set Butler, "Hagia Sophia's Nave Cornices', 61-69. 

7 Georgius Pachymeres, Description of the Augustaion, trans. Mango, Art, 
111-12. 


Justin H (965-78) or slightly later, was of brick with three level- 
ling courses of greenstone at intervals of 12, 12, and 24 courses. 
The superstructure of this church stood upon a foundation 
course of reused, roughly squared greenstone blocks joined by 
dovetail cramps.” 

The masonry of the first half of the fifth century, faced with 
small stone blocks and shot through with regular brick bands, is 
therefore quite distinct from thar after the beginning of the sixth, 
which is of pure brick with an occasional course of limestone or 
greenstone blocks, However, where necessary, in foundation 
courses and load-bearing piers, sixth-century builders did 
continue to employ large stone blocks, and, as in the fifth 
century, these were often joined using dovetail cramps. Owing 
to the lack of dated structures from the later fifth century we 
cannot be certain about when single greenstone or limestone 
courses began to be set into brickwork. Although the first dated 
example is in the platform of the church of St Polyeuktos (c.5 ro- 
21), the technique may have been introduced somewhat earlier. 

Besides giving chronological indications, these changes in 
structural technique provide information about changes in the 
demand for, and hence the supply of, various materials. It is clear 
thar іп St John of Stoudios and Justinian’s Hagia Sophia, there 
was, respectively, about 49 per cent and 100 per cent more brick 
than in the equivalent volume of masonry in the Land Walls. 
This marked increase in the use of brick would have necessitated 
а corresponding growth in the scale and efficiency of the brick- 
making industry.” The increasing preference for brick would 
seem to indicate a desire to economize on stone; and economic 
considerations are probably also the reason for the great thick- * 
ness of mortar courses, which helped to reduce the number of 
bricks required in a structure. Adding coarse fragments (up to 
ro mm. across) of old (and therefore cheap) brick to the mortar 
not only helped to improve its strength, but also reduced the 
quantity of lime—and hence limestone—required to make it.” 


№ Srriker and Kuban, Kalenderhane 1, 39. 

” T ignore changes in the amounts of reused material, which cannot be estimated 
easily. 

" Mainstone, Нарша Sophia, 70; Livingston, "Materials Analysis’, 850-61. A 
porous substance such as brick helps absorb excess water, allows the hme to pene- 
trate its pores thereby reducing the tendency of the mortar to bleed and honeycomb, 
and improves the mortar’s density. 
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Dated sites 


I. THE PRE-JUSTINIANIC GREAT CHURCH 


Two churches previously stood on the site of the surviving, 
essentially Justinianic, church of Hagia Sophia (Holy Wisdom). 
The Chronicon Paschale tells how, under Constantius II, in 
AD 360, 'not many days after the enthronement of Eudoxius as 
Bishop of Constantinople, the inauguration of the Great 
Church of the same city was celebrated after a little more than 
34 years since Constantine, victorious and venerable, laid the 
foundations." Generally, this has been taken ro mean that the 
foundations of the first church were laid by Constantine I as 
early as 326, and that 34 years later, under his son and successor, 
Constantius IT, the monument was consecrated. 

Dagron, however, suggests that the reference to ‘foundations’ 
relates not to the founding of the church, but to the founding of 
the city of Constantinople, which did, in fact, take place about 
34 years before збо, in ҙ28.7 Interpreting the text in this way, the 
Chronicon Paschale provides no evidence as to who began the 
first Great Church or when. Those accounts of later authors that 
attribute its foundation to Constantine may, Dagron argues, 
result from a similar misunderstanding of the ambiguous 
Chronicon Paschale passage, and from a desire to attribute the 
original construction of Constantinople's greatest church to the 
city’s founder.’ Dagron thus reconciles the Chronicon Paschale 
with the account of Socrates,’ which states that the Great 
Church was begun under Constantius in 356 or 351, and that it 
was dedicated on ту February 360 by Eudoxius. This would also 
provide an explanation for the lack of any mention of the 
church's foundation in Eusebius’ Life of Constantine, an 
omission which is difficult to understand if construction of the 
church was indeed begun by that emperor: 

Krautheimer dogs not accept Dagron's theory, pointing 
to the ‘overall reliability of the Chronicon Paschale. He 
argues that Constantine did indeed lay the foundations of the 
Great Church, bur that construction was so protracted thar 
Socrates was justified in ascribing the church's foundation to 


| Chronicon Paschale $44, trans. Whitby and Whitby. 
* Dagron, Naissance, 12-3, 397-9. 
"eg. Theophanes, Chronicle, Ам 5816; Dieper, 1 with Dagron, Conman- 
tinople imaginaire, 196, 21 112. 
" Socrates, Ecclesiastical History, 2.16, 2.41, reproduced b y Zonaras, Epitome, 


14-5, 
* As observed by Janin, Églires, 457. 


Constantius.^ It is, however, the interpretation, not the relia- 
bility, of the Chronicon Paschale that Dagron is questioning. 

The first Great Church is therefore to be ascribed to 
Constantius. Constantine, it seems, founded only three 
churches in Constantinople: the martyria of St Akakios and 
St Mocius, and the cathedral of Hagia Eirene” There was іп 
addition his mausoleum, in which he ordered services to be held, 
but it was only under Constantius that the cruciform church of 
the Holy Apostles was attached to it.* 

The first Great Church together with the adjacent Senate 
House was damaged by fire on 20 June 404? The Ёүкоїү or 
inauguration ceremony of the second Great Church, which 
culminated in the deposition (4лбВесіс) of the relics of $$ Joseph 
and Zacharias, did not take place until 1o October 415.!? This is 
aspan of eleven years and four months, ‘which suggests’, writes 
Mainstone, ‘either a lengthy major reconstruction ог а consider- 
able delay before the real work commenced"! Krautheimer 
ascribes the reconstruction to the general period 404-15," 
Miiller-Wiener suggests that work may have begun under 
Arcadius (395-408), Betsch dates the capitals of the second 
church's monumental portico to с.4оў, when he believes they 
were ordered from the Proconnesian quarries, whereas Grabar 
simply ascribes the sculpture to 415. Since this monument 
is one of the few early structures in Constantinople that is 
closely dated, the wealth of architectural sculpture recovered 
from it has been used for the comparative dating of much other 
sculpture of Constantinopblitan origin. The church's exact date 
is therefore of some importance. 


* Krautheimer, Architecture’, үс n. 27, and Capitals, о-у with гуд п. 7. 
Krautheimer, Architectures, 69 п. 4, and Capitals, уб-бо similarly rejects the 
persuasive case set forth by Downey ("Apostles") for attributing of the Holy 
Apostles to Constantits instead of Constantine. Mango (‘Constantine's 
Mausoleum’) has now argued in detail that Constantine built only the mauso- 
leum, and that Constantius built the church. 

Я Mango, Développement, 34-65, 

* Mango, ‘Constantine's Mausoleum’. 

У Socrates, Ecclesiastical! History, 6.15; Sozomen, Eccleiustical History, 8.12; 
Marcellinus, Chronicle, 404; Chronicon Paschale, 568; Zosimus, New History, 
p:24i Theophanes, Chronicle, АМ $898. 

= Marcellinus, Chronicle, 415. Chronicon Paschale, (73-3. On the &nólecie, 
see Holum and Vikan, "Trier Ivory’, 120. | 

" Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, тэд. 
7 Krautheimer, Architectures, 105. 
4 Miller-Wiener, Bildlexibon, 84. 
М Betsch, Capital то, 199 п. 368. 

% Grabar, Sculptures, 15. 
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Arcadius (395—408) is known to have initiated a number of 
major construction projects in the city. These included the 
creation of his forum, which contained an imposing monu- 
mental column, the building of the Arcadianae Baths, and the 
erection of colonnaded streets and other public buildings afrer 
the fire of 404.5 The main project initiated by Arcadius was the 
construction of the Land Walls, which were begun in 405 when 
Anthemius was appointed Praetorian Prefect of the East. Тһе 
project formed part of Arcadius" plans to ensure the safe succes- 
sion of his young son upon his own death. Given his interest in 
building, it 1s not impossible that Arcadius arranged for the 
reconstruction of the Great Church. This has been argued by 
Janin" оп the grounds that the Chronicon Paschale mentions 
that the relics of the propher Samuel were deposited in the 
church in 406. Although it is not impossible that a complete 
reconstruction could have been undertaken in just two years, 
between June 404 and 406, Janin's suggestion provides no expla- 
nation as to why the inauguration did not take place until 415, It 
would therefore seem that, whatever the extent of the damage 
done to Constantius’ church in the fire of 404, only repairs (of an 
uncertain extent) were undertaken before Samuel's relics were 
deposited there.'? 

There is, however, some unexploited evidence of importance 
for dating the construction of the second Great Church. First, 
the Chronicon Paschale tells us that Samuel's relics, which had 
been deposited in the church under Arcadius on 19 May 406, 
were removed from there five years larer, under Theodosius II, 
on $ October 411, to a new church of St Samuel near St John in 
the Hebdomon.? If we assume the continued presence of the 
relics in the church during this period, then their removal in 
October 411 provides a terminus post quem for any major 
rebuilding.” 

Second, Sozomen describes how Pulcheria, sister of 
Theodosius П, dedicated an altar of gold and precious stones in 
the Great Church, and had her vow of perpetual vinginity 
inscribed on the front of it? This vow was taken, according to 


Sozomen, before her fifteenth birthday, which would have | 
fallen on 19 January 414. Although there is no good reason to” 


think Sozomen’s date unreliable, Cameron and Long have 
suggested that Pulcheria may have taken her vow as late as 4 July 
414, when Theodosius proclaimed her Augusta” Sozomen's 
information suggests a strong link berween Pulcheria and the 
second Great Church, and, in fact, the dedication of the church 


^ Seeabove pp. 30-1. 

T Janin, Eglises 457. 

" Chronicon Paschale, 569. 

" Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, 134 has also suggested that Arcadius made only 
temporary repairs to the church. His conclusion rests, bowever, on the incorrect 
belief thar Arcadius had little inclination for initianing new building projects. 

1 Chronicon Paschale, 570-1. See Janin, É glises, 449-50. 

7 During the period of reconstruction, the church of Hagia Eirene may have 
served as the principal church: Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, 134. 

9 Sozomen, Ecclemastical History, 9.1.374. 

з PLRE, п. 929-30, s.v. Aelia Pulcheria. 

™ Cameron and Long, Barbarians, уот. n. 15. For the date at which Pulcheria 
became Augusta, see Marcellinus, Chronicle, 414 and Chronicon Paschale, уут. 


to the Holy Wisdom of God may suggest that the entire edifice, 
not only the altar, was intended as a monument ro Pulcheria's 
vow.” The vow, which was intended to prevent ambitious men 
from attempting to usurp her power by marrying into the 
Theodosian house, depended for its efficacy on its religious 
basis.” Atticus, who was Bishop of Constantinople from 406 to 
425 (hence whilst the new church was under construction), and 
who is known to have dedicated to Pulcheria and her sisters a 
treatise entitled On Faith and Virginity, probably advised the 
three princesses that a vow of chastity would ensure thar 
Christ—the Divine Wisdom or Divine Word— would take root 
in them just as He had done in the womb of the Virgin Mary’ It 
seems likely, therefore, that the decision to dedicate the church 
to Holy Wisdom was intimately connected with the vow that 
the sisters had taken. Pulcheria may, in fact, have masterminded 
the rebuilding of the city’s cathedral, intending it to be a monu- 
ment not Just to God's Wisdom, but more specifically to Gad's 
Wisdom residing within her and her sisters. | 

The dedication of a church's altar was conducted when con- 


struction of the church approached completion.“ Н we accept 


Sozomen's date for Pulcheria’s vow, the altar of the second 
Great Church of Hagia Sophia must have been dedicated after 
rg January 413.This is not at odds with the information pro- 
vided by the Chronicon Paschale that the church was dedicated 
оп то October 415. We may therefore accept that construction 
of the church began after ; October 411, and that the edifice was 
complete enough to be dedicated on то October 415. 

In this same period, a new double line of city fortifications 
was approaching completion. It might be suggested, therefore, 
that work on the second Great Church began only after the 
Praetorian Prefect Anthemius had brought construction of the 
Land Walls to an end. To accept such à suggestion, however, 
we would have to believe that construction of the church was 
achieved in just two and a half years, since the Land Walls were 
finished, after nine years of toil, only shortly before 4 April 
4132" Perhaps that is too short a period for the construction of 
so large a basilica, and work on the two projects may well have 
overlapped. 

During excavations in 1935 at the west end of Hagia Sophia, 
beneath what was once the atrium of Justinian’s church, 


A. M. Schneider discovered a flight of six steps leading up to a 


5 According to Socrates, Ecclesiastical Histery, 8.4.1 1, Constantius’ church 
was known as the Great Church, but by the time he was writing (not long after 
439), it was already called Sophia (Wisdom). The change in nomenclature may, 
therefore, have been associated with the church's reconstruction under, 
Theodosius П and Pulcheria Those authors of the ninth century and later who 
found it necessary to explain the significance of the name, agreed hat italluded to 
the Divine Wisdom or Divine Word of God, ie. to Christ (sce Downey, “St. 
Sophia’; Cameron, ‘St. Sophia"). 

^ On che political and religious significance of the vow, sec Holum, 
Empresses, 93-6 (political), 139-42 (religious). Оп the portrait of Puleheria above 
the altar an robe that covered it, see Holum, Empresses, 14475, 153- 

п Compare the comments of Holum, Empreses, 119. 

^ Wilkinson, "New Beginnings’. 

Seep. 22. 
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colonnaded portico floored with a mosaic pavement of which 
fragments survived (РІ. IX).? This portico was 8 m. west of the 
Justinianic exonarthex, was misaligned by about three degrees 
with the present west wall of the church, and extended at least 
3 m. further north than the northernmost parts of Justinian’s 
narthexes and atrium. The style of the sculpture discovered indi- 
cates that the remains relate to the second Great Church, that of 
Theodosius II and Pulcheria, rather than to the earlier church of 
Constantius. Although Schneider identified the portico as 
belonging to the church's narthex," Mathews has demonstrated 
that it must have formed a monumental propylaeum leading 
into the west side of the atrium.” 

The excavation also revealed а section of wall about 4 m. to the 
east of, and parallel to, the colonnade (Pls. IX and X, Fig. 6 V). In 
1936, Schneider was of the opinion that the wall behind the 
portico related to Constantius’ church,” and both Ward- 
Perkins" and Krautheimer? came to the same conclusion, the 
former clearly influenced by the careless nature of the construc- 
tion. Mathews remained undecided, but wrote, “Clearly the 
pure brick masonry is quite different from the alternation of 
brick and stone in the Land Walls which we have come to accept 
аз characteristically Theodosian.™ In fact, the wall, as both 
Schneider? and Ward-Perkins™ correctly described it, consists 
of four courses of brick (370-99 mm. square x 40-59 mm. thick), 
topped by three courses of stone (0.52 m. high), tapped by six 
courses of brick (0.56 m. high). Contrary to Mathews’ assertion, 
therefore, the construction, although rather careless, is clearly 
very similar to that of other Theodosian work." Nevertheless, 
Mathews correctly states that ‘we have too few dated examples 
of Byzantine building in Constantinople from the fourth or fifth 
century to support a firm decision. Even if we had more, the 


* Schneider, Westhof. 

% Schneider, ‘Sophienkirche’; Schneider, Westhof. 

з Mathews, Early Churches, 14-15. Mainstone, Мары Sophia, 141-3, fig. 165 
has attempted a reconstruction of the church, based on Schneider's propylaeum 
and on walls found by Ramazanoglu beneath the west end of the nave of 
Jusunian's church (Ramazanoglu, ‘Sophien-Kirche’, figs. 15—17). He neglects, 
however, ta take into account the fact that the portico discovered by Schneider 
extended further north chan the north wall of the Justinianic atrium (sec 
Schneider, "Sophienkirche', 83; Remezi, 'Sophienkirche', fig. 41; Schneider, 
Westhof, 38; Mathews, Early Churches, 14, 15, fig. 1). Note a further wall, 
possibly of relevance, found by Ramazanoglu below ground level outside the 
middle door of the north aisle of the Justinianic church (Ramazanoglu, Sainte- 
тепе, 12, fig. xvi; Ward-Perkins in GP II, 76 п. 2). 

У Schneider, ‘Sophienkirche’, 85. 

М Ward-Perkins in СРП, 64. 

39 Krautheimer, Arcbitecfhre!, 486 n. 27. 

% Mathews, Early Churches, 16. 

* Schneider, Westhof, 6. 

м Ward-Perkins in GP IL 4. 

? Mathews, Early Churches, 16-17, following Dirimtekin, ‘Skevophylakion’, 
399, compounds this error by assigning the pure brick of the upper storey of 
Нара Sophia's Skeuophylakion to the late fourth or early fifth century оп the 
basis of a false comparison with the rear wall of the propylacum. The interior of 
the lowest storey of the Skeuophylakion was cleared in 1979 revealing stonework 
агїїсы!аїей by occasional brick bands, a construction technique that compares 
much better with the propylacum wall. It seems that the two lower storeys are to 
ж assigned to the period of Constantius or Theodosius, and that the third storey 
эриге brick represents Justinianic work. See Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, 136-9. 


conservative character of Byzantine building techniques would 
probably make it very difficult to decide between two dates 
that are only fifty years apart.” Seven brickstamps have been 


recorded as coming from this wall. One stamped roof tile- 


was also discovered. A further three stamps from the wall are 
recorded іп van Nice's notes in Dumbarton Oaks. 

By 1941, Schneider had changed his mind concerning the date 
of the rear wall of the propylaeum, and had decided that it 
should be ascribed to the Theodosian church.” This date had 
also been adopted by Schneider in his brickstamp study of 1937, 
in which he had stated his belief that the single-line stamps on 
the bricks found in the wall were of the fifth century.“ But 
Schneider presented no evidence to rule out an earlier date for 
the stamps, and Krautheimer commented, ‘the fifh-century 
date assigned to the brick stamps found in the rear wall seems 
quite uncertain. ... I think it possible that the wall belongs to 
Constantine’s [sic] atrium rather than to Theodosius П'я 


rebuilding.” 


Sample 
All the recorded stamped bricks relate to the pre-Justinianic 


wall discovered by Schneider, and therefore none are excluded 
on the basis of where they were found. Only four of the stamps 
recovered from the wall bear certain indictions. These are 
the consecutive indictions IB^ (254.1a, 899.34) and IT" (86.12, 
456.12). $48.12 possibly carried indiction LAY and 9ёола 
possibly bore ЇВ". Since these indictions form a cluster, no stamp 
is excluded from rhe sample on the basis of the date it bears. All 
the stamps (86.12, 111.12, 254.12, 286.12, 456.1a, $48.12, 899,34, 
959.1, 98с.та, r191.1a) are therefore considered in the sample, 
except for the stamped roof tile (1749.14). 


2. THE PALACE OF ANTIOCHUS 


In 1939, frescoes depicting the life and martyrdom of St 
Euphemia were discovered to the north-west of the Hippo- 
drome in Istanbul. When A. M. Schneider conducted excava- 
tions there in the summer and autumn of 1942, а hexagonal hall 
with a semicircular (sigma-plan) portico was revealed (Fig. 5)." 
During later excavations by В. Duyuran іп 1991-42, a column 
base bearing the inscription “ОЁ Antiochus the praepositus! was 
found in site in the portico.“ This discovery securely identified 
the monument as the Palace of Antiochus, in which a church of 


9 Schneider, Westhof, 7. В 

9 Schneider, “Ziegelstempel’, 269. 

“ Erautheimer, Archirecture!, 486 n. 27, For discussion of Schneider's dating 
criterion, sce below р. 102 with n. тб. 

9 See Schneider, ‘Euphemia-Martynon” and Müller-Wiener, Bildlexibon, 
122-4. 

" Duyuran, ‘Palace of Justice IT', 75. А similar base, with the unabbreviated 
inscription ANTIOXOY IIPEITOCITOY had been found a considerable 
distance to the south-west of the site, in Ücler Sokagi, many years before: see 
Sideropoulos, 'Byzantinai Epigraphai", 24-5. 
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St Euphemia was later established,” probably when relics of the 
saint were transferred to Constantinople from Chalcedon in 68a 
or when they were recovered from Lemnos in 796.** 

Procopius describes how the Emperor Arcadius (395—408) 
arranged that, upon his death, the Persian king Yazdgerd I 
(399-420) should become the guardian of his young son 
Theodosius." It seems unlikely that the emperor made this 
arrangement on his deathbed, as Procopius alleges, since 
Arcadius died suddenly, and since the Persian eunuch 
Antiochus, who was probably sent to the Constantinopolitan 
court as a direct result of this agreement, raised Theodosius 
whilst Arcadius was still alive. A letter of Synesius of Cyrene, 
which seems to predate Arcadius’ death, and which may 


5 "The church of St Euphemia is said to have been inti Аутіуом, according to 
the Synaxarion of Constantinople, 47-9, 811713. 

* On the date of the translation of the relics, see Berger, "Translanion' and 
Mango, “Euphemia’, 85-6. The latter postulates that the translation of 68o never 
occurred. 

я Procopius, Wars, 1,2.7-18. 

чи Malalas, Chronicle, 13.46 (ed. Thum 279). 

^ Malalas, Chronicle, 14-15 (ed. Thurn 28 г). 


Ріс. у. Plan of the Palace of 
Antiochus and the remains of 
the north-west corner of the 
Hippodrome 


Key: 

Conduit beneath marble 
pavement in sigma-plan portico 
Channel under the foundation 
wall af the sigma-plan colonnade 
from the Binbirdirek cistern. 
Circular room with a chapel 
attached. 

Pentagonal room. 

Hippodrome staircase. 
Hippodrome ambulatory. 
Hippodrome seating. 


100 Metres 


mention John, the comes sacrarum largitionum of 404-405, 
refers to an Antiochus who ‘can do whatever he wishes’. If, 
even before Arcadius’ death, the cubicularius Antiochus was as 
powerful as Synesius suggests, then the agreement must have 
been drawn up several years before 408. Theophanes, although 
placing the events under the year of Arcadius" death, states that 
the emperor made his will after appointing Theodosius as 
Augustus. Since Theodosius became Augustus on то January 
492," Antiochus may have arrived in Constantinople soon 
after." 

The course of Antiochus’ career is outlined clearly by 
Malalas.* At some point after Arcadius’ death, the eunuch 
attained the post of praepositus, or Grand Chamberlain. When 
he stepped down from the post, he was made patricius. He 


х Synestus, Letters, 110. On the date Bardill and Greatrex, ‘Antiochas’, 
174-76. 

М Theaphanes, Chronicle, АМ 4920. 

* On Antiochus’ arrival in Constantinople, see Bardill and Greatrex, 
* Anuochus', 171-80. 

9 Mallas, Chronicle, 14.15 (ed. Thurn 281). On this text, see Bardill and 
Greatrex, ‘Antiochus’, 180-2, 
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continued, as ex-praepositus and patricius, to meddle in affairs of 
state, until the emperor became angry and forced him to become 
a priest of the Great Church. A law was then passed preventing 
future ex-praepositi from becoming patricii In both Malalas and 
Theophanes the story of Antiochus’ disgrace immediately 
precedes the story of Cyrus’ rise to power in 439. Both authors 
ultimately derived their details of Cyrus’ career from the lost 
ffth-century history of Priscus of Panium: Malalas found the 
material in Eustathius of Epiphania; Theophanes apparently 
consulted a different, unknown source that drew on Priscus. 
Since both Malalas and Theophanes juxtapose Antiochus 
disgrace with Cyrus’ fall, it would seem likely that the juxta- 
position originated in Priscus and therefore reflects chrono- 
logical reality." If they are indeed derived from Priscus, these 
accounts would suggest that Antiochus fell from power after 
2434 (when Priscus’ history began) and shortly before 439.5 At 
any rate, little weight should be given to the late account of 
uncertain origin preserved in the twelfth-century text of 
Zonaras, which places the eunuch's fall after Theodosius’ 
marriage to Eudokia in 42 1.7 

The only other evidence bearing on Antiochus' career comes 
from Theophanes. At am 5905 we read, “Antiochus the Persian 
departed, and the blessed Pulcheria controlled affairs entirely.’ 
Theophanes’ date for these events (412/13) may not be entirely 
reliable: Sozomen records that when Pulcheria came to power 
ind took her vow of perpetual virginity, she was not yet 15 years 
at age, which suggests a date in her fourteenth year (between 19 
[anuary 413 and 19 January дта), It has, however, been pro- 
»osed that Sozomen himself may not be completely reliable, and 
ас Pulcheria may have taken her vow and come to power as 
ate as 4 July 414, when Theodosius proclaimed her Augusta.” 

Theophanes’ main source at this point was Theodore 
Anagnostes' sixth-century Ecclesiastical History, a vext known 


м Malalas, Chronicle, 14.1516 (ed. Thurn 28 1-2), Theophanes, Chronicle, Ам 
1936-7. 

% Bardill and Greatrex, 'Auntiochus', 180-8. Scor (Theophanes, Сртопісіє, 
тап. and comm. М and Scott 151 n. т) suggests that Theophanes (at АМ 
1936-7) may simply have been following Malalas, Chrornicle, 14-15-16 (ed. Thurn 
181-2). The date of Antiochus" fall would then rest only upon the position of the 
count in Malalas; and that account—being unparalleled in the Chromcon 
Paschale and Nicephorus Callistus, and lacking independent corroboration from 
Theophanes—could not then be said with certainty to have been derived from 
Priscus by way of Eustathius. The date of Antiochus’ fall from power would then 
» uncertain. 

* Tris not inconceivable that the inflnential eunuch Chrysaphius played some 
‘ole in Antiochus’ entry into the clergy с.439, аз he did later in Pulcheria's with- 
drawal го the Hebdomon in 441, and in the exiles of Cyrus and Eudokia in 443. 
Эп Chrysaphius" victims, sec Holum, Emprestes, 191-4. If Antiochus' property 
зате into imperial hands c.439, following the eunuch's disgrace, then, given that 
he Мога was compiled between 423 and 427 (Speck, 'Mauerbau', 144750, and 
эр. 123—4), it seems unlikely that the domum Риісһетле Angustiar listed by the 
Notitia, 4.8 in Region III refers то the Palace of Antiochus (contrary to Berger, 
Regionen’, 361. Also contrary to Berger, see Magdalino, ‘Maritime Neighbor- 
1o0ds", 216 n. 41). 

= Zonaras, Epitome, 13.22.14-16. See Bardill and Greatrex, ‘Antiochus’ 
185-6. 

S Sozomen, Ecclesiastical History, 9.1. | 

у Cameron and Long, Barbarians, 401 n. 15. For rhe date at which Pulcheria 
зате Augusta, see Marcellinus, Chronicle, 414, and Chronicon Paschale, 571. 


то us only from an Epitome. This summary, however, has no 
details about Antiochus’s departure. Indeed, the Ecclesiastical 


History itself cannot have contained any, since Theodore's own 


source, Sozomen (as Theodore explicitly states at Epitome 302), 
deliberately suppressed any mention of Antiochus, of the 
Ргастогіап Prefect Anthemius, and of the Empress Eudokia, 
presumably because he was writing after Pulcheria’s return to 
power in 450. From where, therefore, did Theophanes obtain 
his information at AM 5905? 

"Theophanes gives several details in this period that he is 
unlikely to have obtained from Theodore’s Ecclesiastical 
History, judging by the surviving Epitome. These include the 
date of the capture of Rome and the death of the usurper 
Constantine at AM 5903, and the executions of Iovinus, 
Sallustius, Sebastianus, and Heraclianus at am 5904. It is not 
unlikely that these facts were derived from the history of 
Olympiodorus of Thebes.“ That work covered the years 407 to 
425, and may, therefore, have contained the information about 
Antiochus” departure and Pulcheria's assumption of power that 
is given by Theophanes at AM 5905. The likelihood that 
Theophanes' source was Olympiodorus is increased by the fact 
that Sozomen, who made considerable use of Olympiodorus in 
the ninth book of his Ecclesiastica! History, also refers to 
Pulcheria taking control of affairs.“ It seems likely, therefore, 
that Olympiodorus described both Antiochus’ departure and 
Pulcheria's rise to power, and that Sozomen chose to report 
only the details about Pulcheria, whereas Theophanes chose to 
report both.“ 

If Antiochus did indeed depart in 413 or 414, he was presum- 
ably not disgraced, since Pulcheria must have allowed him to 
return to the palace some time before his entry into the clergy 
6:439. It may be suggested that when Pulcheria took control of 
affairs, she had to be seen to be able to act independently, and 
therefore dismissed nor only Antiochus but also the Praerorian 
Prefect Anthemius, who is known to have disappeared at about 
the same time. Antiochus might then have been allowed to 
return to the court when Pulcheria's independence had been 
secured.” It is unclear whether Antiochus, who was a сифіси- 
(луіне before 408, had risen to the rank of praepositus before his 
departure in 413 or 414: at AM 5905, Theophanes calls him 
simply ‘the Persian’. Antiochus may have been appointed to the 
post only upon his return to the palace some years after his 
departure. 

Since Theophanes’ information about Pulcheria taking 
control of affairs may well have come from the fifth-century 
history of Olympiodorus, it would seem surprising if the 
reference to Antiochus’ dismissal, with which it is intimately 


Є Holum, Ermpreises, 9-6; Cameron, "The Empress and the Poet’, 365-6 

8 Bardill and Greatrex, ‘Antiochus’, 189-50. 

u Sozomen, Ecdesiastical History, 9.1. 

9 Besides his reference to Pulchena's assumption of power at AM $905, 
Theophanes makes another at am 5901, which comes from Sozomen by way of 
Theodore Anagnostes, Epitome, yor: Вагі and Greatrex, ‘Antiochus’, гос. 

* Bardill and Greatrex, ‘Antiochus’, 191-2. 
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linked, were іпасентате, But Malalas, who provides us with our 
best account of Antiochus’ career, makes no mention of 
Antiochus leaving the palace in 413 or 414,9 and there are, 
perhaps, some grounds for doubting Theophanes' statement. 

We know thar, at about this time, the Praetorian Prefect 
Anthemius stepped down, died, or was removed from power. 
He is last attested in the post оп 18 April 414,5 having been 
appointed between July and November 405. Such a long tenure 
suggests that Anthemius was indispensable. Indeed, Socrates, 
who wrote not long after 439 and enjoyed Eudokia's patronage, 
gives full credit to him for practically ruling the Eastern Empire 
at the time.” It is not inconceivable that Olympiodorus in fact 
accurately described how Pulcheria had taken control of the 
state upon Anthemius' disappearance, and that Theophanes 
altered the name, writing instead that Antiochus the Persian had 
departed. Such an alteration could hardly have been accidental, 
and it is not, in fact, difficult ro suggest a possible reason why 
Theophanes might have determined to change the name. Given 
that Theophanes' main source for this period was Theodore 
Anagnostes, and that Theodore's own source was Sozomen, 
who suppressed any mention of both Antiochus and 
Anthemius, Theophanes would have had no idea that, in the 
early fifth century, the administration was under Anthemius' 
control. On the other hand, Theophanes had learned much 
about Antiochus from his other sources—as is clear from his 
descriptions of the eunuch's arrival at court (AM 5900) and of his 
fall from imperial favour in 439 (Ам 5936). If Theophanes had 
consulted Olympiodorus, and had read that Pulcheria had taken 
total control of affairs upon Anthemius' departure, he may have 
assumed that an error had been made, and that Anthemius had 
been written in error for Antiochus, since Antiochus was the 
only individual known to Theophanes who might have held the 
power that Pulcheria later assumed. It is therefore not unlikely 
that, at AM 5905, Theopbanes wrongly: pefers to Antiochus’ 
departure instead of Anthemius’. If Antiochus was not in fact 
dismissed in 413 or 414, his career presumably continued with- 
out interruption until с.439. Bur even if this hypothesis were 
accepted, it would nevertheless be unclear when Antiochus— 
who was apparently cubicularius until 4¢8—obtained the rank 
of praepositus. 

Whether or not Antiochus’ career was interrupted for a short 
time from 413 or 414, his palace must have been constructed 
when he obtained the post of praepositus at some point between 
с.408 and с.439. 


5 Маја, Chronicle, 14.15 (ed. Thurn 281). 
a CTI 9.40.22. 
* Socrates, Ecclestastical History, 7.1.1—3. Sec Holum, Empreses Ea, 9 57-6. 


Sample 


Although they constitute evidence crucial for the dating of the 
palace, the majority of brickstamps from this most important 
excavation have not previously been published. Naumann and 
Belting devote six lines of text to them," and their importance 
has been overlooked in both Martindale's and Holum's con- 
sideration of the chronology of Antiochus’ career. 

Schneider states that about 300 stamped bricks were 
recovered,” and Mamboury found 82.7 Duyuran writes that 
during his excavations at the end of 1950, ‘More than тоо brick 
stamps were found singly among the rubble, others in situ. Some 
are very unusual."' It is not clear how many of the bricks 
discovered in these excavations came from the Hippodrome 
rather than the palace-hall. 

All of the catalogued stamps from the Palace of Antiochus are 
included in the sample, except for the following: 992.1a, 
1003.1a, 1402.1b, 1182.1a, which cannot certainly be associated 
with the palace or its main period of construction (note also that 
the indictions on 992.1a and 1003.14 fall outside the main 
cluster) 293.1a and 118т.та, which Mamboury assigns to 
repaired sections of the structure; and 171.1a, 210.1a, 360.1a, 
491.23, 653.1a, 749.12, 899.2а, 1024.14, 1149.18, 1154.1, 
1639.13, 1641.1a, 1658.1a since their indictions fall outside the 
main I-A" cluster. 


Locations 


It is known only that the bricks come from the Palace of 
Antiochus, but for the following some additional details should 
be noted: 


Within the limits of the excavations undertaken at the end of 
1950: 1003,14, 1402.1. 

Conduit beneath marble pavement, running parallel to the 
foundation walls of the sigma-plan portico (Fig. 5 А): 992.14. 
Vault of channel extending under the foundation wall of the 
sigma-plan colonnade from the Binbirdirek cistern (Fig. 5 B): 
1182.14. 

Restored part to the left of the circular room with a chapel 
attached (Fig. 5 C): 293.14, 1181.1a. 


Pentagonal room beside the Hippodrome (Fig. 5 D): r181.1a. 


The following stamps are said to have occurred on trapezial 
bricks, which are probably to be associated with vaults or the 
dome of the structure: 37.1a, 268.12, 332.1b, 627.1a—b, 643-14, 
уҙола-с,е, 877.23, 991.1a, 1061.1, та. 


5 Naumann and Belting, Eupheriia-Kitrche, 20 with n. go. 
* Schneider, ‘Euphemia-Martyrion’, 256. 

™ Mamboury, Fouilles ІП”, 431-3. 

^ Duyuran, ‘Palace of Justice 1", 38. 
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Indictions 
Taste з. Frequency of indictions on bricks from the 
Palace of Antiochus 


Indiction Catalogue numbers and quantity of bricks 
А” 235.14, 268.1a-b, у32.1а (many), tb (numerous), 333-та, 


496.1a (4) $42.12, 624.13, FILIA 713.14, 975.1a-b, 
991.та, IGÓ1.Ià, 2a, 1182.14, 1186.1а (2), 1196.1a (several) 


в 

г 

A 491.22, 745.12, 753.14, 992.12 

E 643.123, 1149.12 

с 

E 210.1а,1641.1а 

H' 1154.13 

e 171.13, 1003.12 

Г 1024.13 

IA" 360.12, 864.12, 1639.12, 1648.13 

IB 899.2a 

п" 236.14 

LA” 18.12, 295.14, 328.10, 1Ь (2), 361-14, 362-14, 622.14, 627,14 
(numerous), 1b, 754.1a, 755.1a, өсәле, 9а, дузла 
(frequent), 994.та-Һ, 1181.1a, 1275.1a (2), 1294.12 

ТЕ” 18.та, 37.1a (2), 108.1a, за, 237.та, 272.12, за, јула 


(numerous), rb (very numerous), 348.1a, 363-14; 2а, ҙа 
(3), 384.12, 03.1 (2), 623.12 (numerous), 625.14, 712.12, 
730.12, 1b (numerous), тс, rd (3), те, за, 733.1a, 758.12, 
770.1a, tb, 855.12, 877.1a, 2а, 990.18, 1025.12, 1029.13 
(numerous), 1c, за (numerous), 1185.1a, 1287.1a (2), 
1533.13, 1640.1a 


Schneider reported that of the 300 stamped bricks recovered, 78 
bore either indiction LA’ or A’, and 190 bore indiction ТЕ" Of 
the 82 stamped bricks that Mamboury recovered (which must 
represent a proportion of those noted by Schneider), 20 bore 
indicuon ІА”, 35 bore ТЕ, and ту bore А"? The analysis 
presented in Table 3, which relies on the information in the cata- 
logue, shows a similar distribution of indictions. 


3. ST JOHN OF STOUDIOS 


There is little doubt that the church of St John of Stoudios is to 
be identified with the.Byzantine basilica near the Golden Gate 
that was converted into the Imrahor Camii under Sultan Beyazit 
IL" The Chronicon Paschale indicates that the church was near 


the Golden Gate," and an anonymous Russian pilgrim’s 


* Schneider, "Euphemia-Marryrion', 256. 

n Mamboury, "Fouilles II, 431-3. 

^ See the arguments of van Millingen, Churches, 45-6. For the church, see 
Miiller-Wiener, Bildlezibon, 147-52. 

* Chronicon Paschale, 727. 


account of the late fourteenth century states that it was on the 
left-hand side of the road as one travelled from St Mary 
Peribleptos to Kalojan's Castle (at the Golden Сасе). The road 
concerned is the triumphal route that left rhe sourhern branch of 
the Mese just outside the Walls of Constantine. It headed sea- 
wards to the Sigma (known to have been located above the 
Peribleptos monastery) and then west, through the Golden 
Gate to the Hebdomon." Such a street would have passed just 
to the north of the İmrahor Camii. It is this mosque that was 
identifed with the church of St John by Pierre Gilles, the French 
zoologist and classicist who explored Constantinople between 
1544 and 1547." 

Ап epigram in the Palatine Anthology, which, the lemma 
states, was located “In the church of the Forerunner [of Christ] 
іп the quarter of Stoudios' gives a terminus ante quem for the 
church's construction. The epigram reads: "Stoudios built this 
splendid house to John, great servant of Christ, and swiftly 
gained the reward for his toils by obtaining the consular 
fasces. 7" Since we know that Stoudios was consul of the East in 
454 with Flavius Aetius, the church of St John must have been 
built prior ro that date, and perhaps very shortly before, since he 
gained the rank of consul ‘swiftly’. Mango suggested that the 
church was constructed in the hope of securing the head of St 
John, which was unearthed in a cave at Emesa by monks from 
the Spelaion monastery on 24 February 453."! 

Between 1907 and 1969, the Russian Archaeological Institute 
of Constantinople excavated the crypt of the church, and 
uncovered the nave's fine opus sectile pavement, which pre- 
sumably dates ta the cleventh century. Excavations at the east 
end of the south aisle also revealed the foundations of an earlier 
building below the church. The walls ran north-west to south- 
east, and were parallel to those of the cistern to the south-west of 
the church.” Unfortunately, no drawings or photographs of the 
discoveries were published. Amongst the finds were about one 
hundred stamped bricks, of which no details were recorded. 
Other stamped bricks from the church are said to have been 
added to the collection in the Hagia Sophia Museum shortly 
before 1958." 


" See Majeska, Russisn Travelers, 283-8, $26. For Kalojan, see Mango, 
"Russian Description’, 

7 On this street, see Bardill, “Golden Gate’, 694. 

" Gilles, De topographia Constantinopoleos, 4.9. 

7 Palatine Anthology 1.4: Eie tiv vat тоб I IpoBpóyov by toic Crovbiow: | 
Torov "ахіммті, Храстоб шеүй2іа Üepdnovn, | Стобілоє будайу olxov Ебеішето" 
керкеЛішес бі | тізу кішеу єїрето расам, Edw ттт бех їм боу, 

© PIRE ц. тозуу, sV. Stadius 2. 

" Mango, “Studius’, і21-2. The sources mentioning the discovery аге 
Marcellinus Comes, Chronicle, 453 and Chronicon Paschale, 591. For the correct 
date, see Marcellinus, Chronicle, 453.1, trans. Croke 91-2. Mango also argues 
(from Suda E 1147 and Theodore Anagnostes, Epitome, 384) that, having failed то 
obtain the relics, Stoudios was persuaded by Marcellus to convert the church into 
а monastery for the Akoimetoi whilst Gennadius was patriarch of Constan- 
tinople (August or September 458-20 November 471). 

З On the cistern and its capitals, see Betsch, Capital, 196-8. 

з Panchenko, ‘Imrahor Camii', 257. 

" Dirimeckin, "Work Done’, 5, 19. 
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In 1979, a number of soundings were made in and near the 
church. Below the east end of the south aisle, foundation walls 
of an earlier building were once again found, running north- 
west-south-east. Remains of a wall-painting, which possibly 
belonged to the building, showed secular decoration. In the 
same sounding, foundations of the church's east wall and of the 
stylobate of the nave colonnade were revealed. These extended 
downwards for аһош 2.6 m. and consisted of large reused lime- 
stone blocks, which were joined with dovetail cramps. To the 
south of the narthex, the foundations of a staircase tower were 
discovered, and a further sounding located the west wall of the 
atrium. 

During the survey, U. Peschlow noted that impressions of 
brickstamps in the mortar beds of the wall of the synthronon 
referred to a fifth indiction. Although no stamped bricks were 
recovered from the original fabric of the building, those found in 
repairs to the nave floor and elsewhere not only bore the same 
abbreviated names as appeared on the mortar impressions, but 
also referred to a third, fourth, or fifth indiction. They would 
therefore appear to have come from the original fifth-century 
structure of the church. 


Sample 


Since most of the indictions cluster between В” and E", stamp 
1246.12, which carries indiction Ө“, has been excluded from the 
sample. 


Indictions 


TABLE 4. Frequency of indictions on bricks from 5t John of 
Stoudios 


Indicion Catalogue numbers and quantity of bricks 


А 
B $94.1a (2) 

г" 85 r.1a (2), 1358.1a 

А” 173.12 (2), 177.1a, 491.1a 

E 24.12 (2), 174.12, 1206.12, 1468.13 
e 

T 

Н: 

e 1246.1a 

r 

IA: 

I 

по 

ІА” 


| 8i 


" For the work іп 1979, sec Peschlow, ‘Istanbul 1979" and Peschlow, 
"Johanneskirche'. For the brickstamps, see Peschlow, 'Johanneskirche', 431-2. 1 
am extremely grateful to Professor Peschlow for allowing me ro consult and 
exploit his notes an the brickstamps from this church. 


4. THE CISTERN OF ASPAR 


In the year 459, according to the Chronicon Paschale, ' Aspar the 
magister militum began to build the very large cistern near the 
old walL' Flavius Ardabur Aspar probably bore the title of 
magister militum by 431, and perhaps even as early as 424. He 
retained it until his death in 471.5 His cistern is known to have 
been close to the monastery of Manuel and a number of other 
religious foundations: the monastery of St Matrona, the 
monastery of Eutychius of the Lycaonians, the church of St 
Laurence іп Pulcherianai, and St Euphemia іп Petrion or in 
Dexiokratianai (later 5t Theodosia).” This last church can be 
located on the shores of the Golden Horn, somewhere berween 
the monastery of Christ Pantokrator (Zeyrek Camii) and the 
church of the Theotokos Pammakaristos (Fethiye Camii).™ 
Consequently, there can be little doubrthat the cistern of Aspar 
is the open cistern on the hill immediately to the south of Sultan 
Selim Camu." Indeed, a fifteenth-century list of the Seven 
Wonders of Constantinople suggests that the cistern was beside 
the lost monastery of Christ Pantepoptes, which derived its 
name (‘All-Seeing’) from its position on the hilltop where the 
Sultan Selim Camii now stands." The cistern measures 152 m. 
square and с.то-її m. deep,” and its identification is further 
confirmed by the fact that in the Geodesia ascribed to Hero 
of Byzantium, the cistern of Aspar is said to be square.” The 
reference in the Chronicon Paschale to the ‘old wall’ near the 
cistern clearly concerns Constantine's fortification wall, which 
is known го have reached the Golden Horn in Petrion." 

The masonry of this cistern is similar to that of other struc- 
tures of the early fifth century. Forchheimer and Strzygowski 
state that the bricks measure 380 mm. square х 54 mm. thick. 
They are laid in bands of 5 courses, 0.50 m. high. The brick bands 
are separated by 1.2 m.-thick bands of mortared rubble faced 


with 6 courses of limestone blocks.™ 


Sample 


All of the bricks (то in total) were found im sits in the fifth- 
century walls of the cistern, and therefore none are excluded on 
the grounds of where they were found (266.12, 563.14 (3), b, 


* See PLRE, ii. 164-9, s.v. Fl. Ardabur Aspar. 

? See Janin, 'Citernes', 101-10, 

" See Majeska, Russian Travelers, 346-9. 

" See also Berger, Patria, 611-13. 

* Mango, “Christos Pantepoptes". 

" For the cistern, see Müller-Wiener, Bildlexibon, 279. 

*. Mango, "Water Supply", 17 n. 41. The sides are said to be za orgyai in length 
(Le. c.131 m.): see Hero of Byzantium, Geodesia, 9: 10-12, ed. Sullivan 140-1, 
with 266. 

® Chronicon Paschale, 494. The only fixed point along the length of the wall is 
the Isa Карі mescidi, on which see van Millingen, Walls, 21-2. See also Mango, 
Développement, 14-5, plans Land IL The wall probably came much closer to the 
cistern than indicared in plan II. 

% Forchheimer and Strzygowski, Wasserbebalter, 46-. Similar brick dimen- 
sions are given by Kahya, “Тий!а Boyutlan’, 172, table 1: 365-400 mm. long x 
40-54 mm. thick, most frequently 33a x 46 or ра mm. 
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1208.14 (2), 1220.14, 1306.2a, 1636.14), Since each of the 8 bricks 
that carries an indiction refers to a tenth year in an indiction 
cycle, none need be excluded from the sample. Therefore, all of 
the stamps noted in the cistern have been retained in the sample. 


j. ST POLYEUETOS 


In April and May 1966, an inscribed mche-head of Procon- 
nesian marble, an inscribed rectangular block, and fragments of 
cornice were discovered in the Saraghane quarter of Istanbul 
near the Şehzade mosque. L Ševčenko realized that the 
inscribed words were part of a poem that is preserved in its 
entirety in the Palatine Anthology” and that was carved inside 
Anicia Juliana’s church of St Polyeuktos. Indeed, the spot in 
which the sculpture was found agrees with the evidence for the 
location of the church provided by the tenth-century Book of 
Ceremonies.” Excavation of the church was undertaken under 
the direction of R. М, Harrison and М, Fıratlı in six campaigns 
between August 1964 and July 1969." 

A date for the construction of Juliana’s church was estab- 
shed by А. von Premerstein in 1903 on the basis of three main 
эїесев of textual evidence." In the De Gloria Martyrum of 
Gregory of Tours, which was composed between c.584 and 
7.594, it is said that the Emperor Justinian, having heard of the 
zreat wealth of Anicia Juliana, visited her, and requested that she 
make a contribution to the treasury. The old lady agreed, but 
said that she needed time to assemble her riches, and suggested 
chat the emperor return at a later date. Juliana then shrewdly 
»roceeded ro expend all her gold by gilding the roof of her 
zhurch of St Polyeuktos, knowing that the emperor would not 
lare remove it." Von Premerstein argued that these events 
nust have occurred in 527 or 528, pointing out that Justinian 
came to the throne in 527, and that Juliana must have died in that 
rery year or the next, since, in the Life of 5t Sabas her death is 
3laced between the death of Justin I (1 or 2 August 527) and 
šabas’ ninety-first year (529). ! Furthermore, von Premerstein 
abserved that a marginal note beside verses 46—7 of the dedica- 
югу epigram preserved in the Palatine Anthology stated that the 
church was under construction for three years." He concluded, 
therefore, that the church was built in the period c.524—c.5 27. 


* Diruntekin, 'Saraghan?, 4273. 

м. Ševčenko, ‘Note additionnelle’, 386. Palatine Anthology 1.10, quoted and 
zanslated by Harrison, Saraghane 1, 5-7 (a). Mango, Développement, 44 п. до 
suggests that an inscribed block found by Dethier near Beyazit square іп 1865 
carried part of verse 54, but the proposal has now rightly been withdrawn: 
Mango, "Notes d'épigraphie", 345-7. 

* Janin, Églises, 426; Mango and Sevéenko, "Polyeuktos', 244. 

% See Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 190-2; Harrison, Saraçhane b Hayes, 
Ғағарһале IT; Harrison, Temple. 

* Von Premerstein, 'Anicia Iuliana', 169. 

m Gregory of Tours, Glory of tbe Martyrs, 1.102, ed. Krusch, 105-7, ans. van 
Dam, 124-6. 

м Cyril of Skythopolis, Life of St Sabas, 171. 

ме Text and translation in Harrison, Saraçhane 1,7. 


In 1961, following the discovery of the inscribed blocks 
at Sarachane, Professors Mango and Sevéenko produced a 
collaborative article in which they presented similar arguments 
regarding the date of the church's construction. Assuming, as 
had von Premerstein, that Gregory of Tours’ story could be 
used to date the year in which the church was completed, and 
accepting the scholiast's statement that the church was built 
in three years (in preference to the claim in the notoriously 
unreliable Patria that work lasted for four and а half years}, ™ 
Mango ind Ševčenko again suggested the construction period 
{24—2у,% 

This dating may be criticized on two grounds. First, even if 
we accept that the roof of the church was gilded in 527 or 528, as 
Gregory of Tours suggests, we should not conclude that this act 
signified the completion of the church, since the story alleges 
that the gilding was additional, unplanned adornment. There- 
fore, the tale tells us no more than that the church had been com- 
pleted before 527 or 528. It may be added thar the story is 
perhaps nothing more than а prepossessing tale invented both ta 
explain the extravagantly gilded roof of the church and to illus- 
trate Justinian's greed. If so, the gilding may in reality have been 
undertaken as soon as the construction of the church had been 
finished, at an unknown date before Juliana’s death in 527 or 
528, and quite possibly not during Justinian's reign at ара 
Second, the marginal note beside verses 46-47 of the dedicatory 
poem was written in about 940, and it is likely that the scholiast 
obtained his historical information from the highly unreliable 
patriographic tradition. ^* 

Consequently, only two firm conclusions can be drawn on 
the basis of the literary evidence. First, the church was finished 
in or before $27 or 528, when Gregory of Tours’ tale is set and 
when Anicia Juliana died. Second, the entablature inscription 
within the church of St Polyeuktos was carved after the dis- 
appearance of Areobindus in $12," since, as Mango and 
Sevéenko observed, he is not mentioned in v. 39 of the epigram, 
where the poet invokes on Juliana, her son, and the latter's 
daughters the protection of the various saints to whom Juliana 
had dedicated churches." 

The earliest concentration of coins found during the excava- 
tions relared to the reigns of Anastasius I (491—518) and Justin 1 
(5 18-27)" Of these, the most important was а pentanummium 


of Justin 1, found in the make-up of the nave Порог." This 


1 Patria 3.47. Text and translation in Harrison, Saragbane L, 10. 

їч Mango and Ševčenko, "Palyeuktas', 244-5. 

V* Palatine Anthology 1.10.57 refers to the gilded roof. If verses 42-76 (which 
were displayed outside the church) were composed at the same time as verses 
1741 (in the nave), then the gilded roof was, in fact, planned early on. Harrison, 
Saraghane I, 8, however, has suggested that verses 42-76 may have been com- 
posed separately and ata later date. 

V* Cameron, Greek Anthology rr4. 

W On Areobindus, see PLRE, й. 143-4, 5У. Fl; Areobindus Dagalaiphus 
Areobindus т. | 

54 Mango and Sevéenko, ‘Polyeuktos’, 244-5. 

™ Harrison, Saraghane Т, 111. Hendy, ‘Coins’, 278, 2#{-Ё, пов, 36-67 
(Anastasius Т), 288—094, nos. 68-1 ро (Justin |) 

10 Harrison, Saragbane L 111 (where some doubt over the identification is 
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provides a terminus post quem of 518 for the laying of the pave- 
ment in the nave. Although Flendy claimed that a pre-reform 
follis of Justinian I (dated to $27—38/9) was found in the make- 
up of the atrium floor," thereby proving that work continued 
into the early years of Justinian’s reign, the evidence is 
unreliable. It is notable that such a significant discovery is not 
discussed by Harrison himself with regard to the date of the 
church. Furthermore, Harrison associates the coin with a layer 
of “dark brown earth’ that contained pottery of the eleventh 
century." This suggests that the find is probably to be asso- 
ciated with other eleventh-century levels that overlaid the 
atrium pavement and that are believed to have related to a 
period of squatter occupation.'^ This second coin cannot, 
theretore, be reliably used to determine anything about the date 
of the construction of the church. 

By the time the excavations had been completed, over 1,200 
stamped bricks had been recovered. The brickstamps were 
studied during post-excavation work іп 1975 by 5. Hill, and a 
catalogue and brief analysis of the material appeared i іп а contri- 
bution го the first volume of the excavation report." The 
stamped bricks recovered during the excavations are stored 
on-site in a depository constructed in the substructures of the 
church's north aisle.“ 


Sample 


АП of the stamped bricks from the excavation of the church 
are included in the sample. Stamps known only to have been 
found in the area are, however, not considered, since they 
cannot certainly be associated with the church. Some of them 
are likely to have been found during the construction of the 
underpass. They are: 10.14, 9§.1a, 143.1a, 144.1a, 407.1, 
гуслі, 613.18, 614.12, 745.1, 782.14, 783.12, 988.та, 1392.та, 
1406.12, 1497.0a, 1437.1d, 1578.1a, 1579.1a, 1580.та, 1581.1a, 
1582.12, 1583.12, 1584.12, 1585.12, 1486.12, 1587.1a, 1682.1a, 
1701.I4, 


suggested; cp. Harrison, Temple, 71); Hendy, 'Coins', 279-9, 289, no. 76 (where 
the tdentification із treated as secure). 

IM Hendy, ‘Coins’, 278-9, 294, по. 153. 

nH? Harrison, Зағарһале І, Levels List in chapter 3, level 8477. In the “Register 
of Small Finds and Pottery Batches’ (Saraçhane Archive, Institute of Archaeo- 
logy, Oxford), the pottery was entered on 25 July 1967 as coming from V/17/1; 
the coin (no. 527) was entered оп the following day from V/17/2. In notebook С) 
for 1967, V/17/1 is described as ‘Topsoil (Dk. brown earth) as left fram r966",and 
Wirp'a as" Masonry of drain’ (without any mention of the discovery of the coin). 
On the drains at V/17, see Harrison, Saraghane L 26, 

'5 Harrison, бағарһале 1, 112-13. Hayes, Saracbane ЇЇ, r21-4 (Deposits 
41-2). The роцегу from У/1 ahs (formerly АЛ), which was recorded in Hayes" 
card index оп 25 July 1967, was not included in Hayes, Saragbhane П on the 
grounds that it came from topsoil (personal communication, J. W. Hayes). 

1^ НШ, ‘Brickstamps’, 207-25. 

"5 Harrison, Saraghane І, з. 


Indictions 
TABLE 5. Frequency of indictions on bricks from St Polyeuktos 








Indiction Catalogue аа ыы and quantity of bricks Totals 
A 1247.1a (1) t 
В” 694.1a (1), 834.12 (26), за (1), 1263.14 (2) 36 
T” $40.1a (1), 687.1a (6), 832.14 (30), 835.1a (3), 

837.12 (17), 840.1a (7), 1417.1a (3), 1709.12 (2) 59 
A* оста (7), 163.1a (1), ббо.1Ь (4c),* за (1) 49 
E 1069.1b (47) 47 
Зі о 
Ж 216.1a (1), 1427.1a (2) 3 
H” 633-14 (3), 938. 1a (1), 1201.12 (1), 1262.1a (3), 

1391.1a (7) 15 
e 349-12 (9), 347-1a (2) ІТ 
i зт.та (1), 469.1a (1), 885.1 (1) 3 
IA" $$8.1a(1), 976.12 (15), 1249.12(7), 1250.12 (33)^— $46 
ІН” 187.12 (5), 985.1a (1), 1575.12 (4), то88.та (8), 

th (8), 1289.1a (3) 19 
Г: гоуу.та (6), za (21), ча (13), тово-та (18), ro81.1a 

(6), 1082.1a (17), 16835. 1a (11) 92 
IA* 368.1a (3), 471.1a (16), 946. 1a (3), 1087.14 (1) 24 


ТЕ” 119,14 (2) 2 





* One duplicated brick number. 


Note also the following catalogue entries that include several types or variants: 
838.12 (35), which probably all bore B^ or T°; 1077.32 (4), which probably all bore 
IF"; тота (13), which probably all bore IB/IT 71A 5 1688.1c (9), which probably 
all bare ПЕ? 1097.14 (224), which probably al] bore IB VIDIA no indiction. 


It may be helpful to indicate the points at which Table у differs from the analysis of 
indictions presented in Hill, "Brickstamps', 223, 225, table 2: (1) The style of $85.10 
(A19) is typical of Group т. The indiction musa, therefare, be 17 (see р. 99). (2) The 
indiction on stamp 88.12 (A4) is not certainly A the fimal letter is just as likely to be 
A. (3) Hill lists 694.1a (B27) and 1263.14 (Cro) under both B' and IB they read В", 
(4) Against indiction T" Hill inserts group-entry Dé-8. Dé and D$ bear indiction Г", 
but Dy in fact bears В’, and is very similar co 014. The group (838.12) contains 55 
stamped bricks (not three, as stated by Hill). (9) Аз and A30 represent the very same 
die (аста). In his table 2, Hill counts only є example of Ajo: there were four. (6) 
соді (D2) bears indiction E". This shifts 47 bricks from indiction A‘ to indiction 
E". (7) There are 33 examples of 1256.12 (A26) to be counted against indiction LA; 
Hill counts only two. (8) The indiction on 89.12 (A25) is lost. Comparing 91.1a 
(A31), it appears that the name was APICTEL (9) Hill omits from IA" the seven 
examples stamped with 1249.12 (А28), (го) Hill omits from LA" the two bricks 
stamped with 1987.10 (ЕЖ), (11) Indiction ТЕ” appears on rwo bricks bearing the 
fragmentary stamp 119.ra (Cr). (12) Die ggo.ra (&13) has apparently been altered so 
that the indiction reads T rather than B^, (13) The indiction on 558.1a (D3) is now 
read ІА“, (14) буз. та (013) is considered to have an uncertain indiction. 


The indictions form two prominent clusters (A—E’, ТА - ТЕ?) 
and there is possibly a minor cluster Z—I. Owing to the broad 
spread of indictions, no stamp has been excluded from the 
sample on the grounds of the date it carries. 


Notes on the St Polyeuktos brick stamps 


Brick numbers applied to the bricks from St Polyeuktos range 
from 1 to 1434, and several numbers are repeated with the suffix 
"A". Many numbers in the sequence do not appear in the cata- 
logue, and may never have been allocated to bricks. Numbers 
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1432 (91.1a, A53) and 1434 ($49.12, Отт) were allocated not to 
bricks but to mortar impressions. 

Three photographs in the Saraçhane archive show unpub- 
lished stamps (1407.1a, 10.1a, 1437.10); but the bricks that 
appear in the photographs (nos. 1323, 1328, 1329) were included 
in the totals given by Hill, “Brickstamps’, under the entries A26 
(1250.1a), B20 (666.13a) and B22 (660.1b) respectively. I have 
not been able to ascertain whether Hill has accidentally ascribed 
these three bricks to the wrong entries or whether these 
aumbers were assigned in error to more than one brick. 

In the first line of Hill's Table 1, А22-5 and Ет-22 should 
оға! 414 (not 412). In the last line of the table, Drg is listed, 
aaving already been included in the second line. Correction 
increases the total in his Table т by т to 1208. When the four tiles 
searing stamps Fr, F2, and F3 are added, a grand total of 1212 
finds is reached. (Note, incidentally, that the figures given in 
‘ootnote "а" to Table 1 were incorrect even by Hill's figures.) 

Hill's catalogue entry for Ет should refer to one brick (no. 52) 
‘rom level 131 (Hill has given the brick number as the level 
1umber). Under the group-entry Ет-22, two bricks (nos. 1199 
ind 1200) from level 1357 are omitted, although the total 
aumber of bricks for Ет-22 is given correctly as 224. Two 
»ricks, one bearing Dg (837.1), the other D6-8 (838.1a), were 
wrongly ascribed to level 140 in Hill's catalogue. They came, in 
fact, from the conduit in the south-east corner of the church 
“Building A’). 


6. THE JUSTINIANIC HAGIA SOPHIA 


The second Great Church, that of Theodosius П, burned during 
the Nika riots of 532. It was destroyed together with the Chalke, 
the portico of the scholarii, protectores, and candidati, the 
Augustaion, and the nearby Senate House in the evening of 14 
fanuary, or on the following day.™* The Chronicon Paschale 
itates that ‘the whole of the Great Church together with its awe- 
some and marvellous columns was completely demolished on 
ul four sides." " If the late chronicle of Leo Grammaticus is to be 
rusted, construction of the new Justinianic cathedral began 
іше more than a month later, on 23 February 532.5 It was 
ledicated оп 27 December 537," but the church was not neces- 
iarily complete when the ceremony took place. 

The new church was crowned by a brick dome supported on 
our huge arches springing from massive piers. The eastern arch, 
which had been inadequately supported during its construction, 
зай pushed the north and south arches outwards from their 


14 Chronicon Paschale, 621-2. Malalas, Chronicle, 18.71 (ed. Thurn 396) 
wrongly mentions these buildings on 13 January (when only the Practorium of 
he City Prefect burned). Theophanes, Chronicle, am 6024 apparently links the 
lestruction of Hagia Sophia with the fire of Friday, 16 January: see Bardill, 
Lausus', 84. Note also Procopius, Buildings, 1.1.2072, Wars, 1.24.9. 

W Chronicon Paschale, 622. 

їм Leo Grammaticus, Chronograpbia, 126. 

'* Marcellinus, Chronicle, АП 537. Theophanes, Chronicle, am 6030 (= Ар 
37/8). 


intended vertical position.” As a result, the dome—which was 
daringly low, having a curvature similar to that of the penden- 
tives"!—turned out to be elliptical in plan, with a greater span 
from north to south than from east to west. Earthquakes on 16 
April, 19 October, and 14-23 December 557 exploited this 
weakness, and cracked the dome. Isaurians were undertaking 
repairs when disaster struck on 7 May 558: the eastern arch 
and eastern semi-dome collapsed, together with much of the 
dome." Reconstruction work was overseen by Isidore the 
Younger, nephew of the original engineer. What remained of 
the dome was demolished, and the upper parts of the north and 
south arches were widened, presumably to make their faces ver- 
tical, and to make the central bay approximate more closely to a 
square." A new dome, which rose about 6 m. higher than the 
original,‘ was constructed, and the church was reconsecrated 
on 24 December 562.5 The only other work documented in 
the period with which we are concerned is a remodelling of 
the south-west corner of the building in connection with the 
construction of the Patriarchal Palace by Patriarch John III 
Scholasticus (565-77).'* 

Most of the stamped bricks recorded in Mamboury’s notes 
come from the substructures of the destroyed Justinianic atrium 
excavated by Schneider іп 1935.7" On the other hand, the 
stamped bricks recorded in van Nice’s dossier in Dumbarton 
Oaks come from the fabric of the church itself. Many of these 
are associated with repairs made to the flooring in the Turkish 
period, but a few found in scaffold holes in various parts of the 
structure appear to be securely associated with original 
Justinianic work.” 


Sample 


Very few of the stamps can certainly be said to come from parts 
of the original structure. We may retain in the sample: those 
found during the demolition of the superstructure of the 
Justinianic atrium іп 1873 (223.1b, 337.1d, 674.1p, 203.33, 
§74.1a, 665.6a, 666.17, 667.11, 676.64, 880.1d, 831.1c, 932.1a, 
967.22, 969.1p, 1023.1C, 1124.1a, 1252.1b, 1342.7a) (1281.1b is 
excluded on the ground of its indiction); those found in the wall 
in Caferiye Sokağı in 1931 (337.34, 440.1a, 663.12, 674.1t, IW, 


7? See pp. 36-7. 

0 Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, 109-12; Taylor, “First Dome’; Mainstone, 
Letter’; Taylor, ‘Letter’. 

ча The major sources concerning the collapse and reconstruction аге listed by 
Mango, ‘Fabric’, 5 1-3: Malalas, Chronicle, 18.128 (ed. Thurs 420), 18.143 (ed. 
Thurn 429); Agathias, Histories, 5.9.1-4; Anecdote Cramer ii, 114; Paul the 
Silentiary 200-1; Theophanes, Chronicle, am 6051; Cedrenus, i. 676-7; Zonaras, 
Epitome ii, 170-1. 

7! Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, 21 5. 

H Mainstone, Hagia Sophia, 116-17. 

7* Malalas, Chronicle, 18.143 (ed. Thurn 429); Anecdota Cramer ii, 114.26—27; 
Chronicon Paschale, 687; Theophanes, Chronicle, АМ 6055. 

зе John of Ephesus, Church History, 3.2.31; Mango, ‘Fabric’, 53. 

>” Schneider, Westhof, 22-8. 

"s Note that the illustrations in Bobéev, 'Monogrammi', 67, fig. 4 show not 
‘Sceaux à monogrammes sur briques", as alleged, bur masons’ marks. 
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Fic. 6. Plan of Hagia Sophia, the Baths of Zeuxippos, and nearby structures. 


Ruins in front of the west doors of Hagia 
Sophia, demolished in November 1875. 
B Wall with niches іп Caferiye Soka. 
C Stuccoed pillar. 
D Wall with hollow pillar-like block. 
E Collapsed barrel-vault of the substructures, 
F 
G 


Remains of walls behind the Director's office. 


Alley beeween the medrese and the imaret of 
Ayasofya Camii 
H Court between the baptistery and the church, 


^movozEt pm 


Porch at the east end of Hagia Sophia. 


Washing fountains. 
Baptistery. 
North-west ramp. 
North-west buttress. 
North-east ramp. 
North-east buttress. 
South-west ramp. 
South-west buttress. 
South-east buttress. 
Exonarthex- 
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T Narthex. 
U Horologton: 
V Theodosian facade. 


Baths of Zcuxippos: 


a 
b 


€ 


d 
с 


Building т. 

Building 2. 

Structures recorded by Mamboury and 
Wiegand in 1934. 

Spiral stair recorded by Mamboury in 1934- 
Structures recorded by Mamboury in 1952. 
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696.12, 822.1b, 965.1b, 969.11, 1365.12); those discovered during 
Schneider's excavation of тозу (228.12, 337.1c, 355.12, 603.14, 
606.1a, 666.11, 42, ff, ii, за, 667.14, h, 668.1b, e, 674.15, і, 675.12, 
676.3h, с, 690,12, 779.1a, 817.1f, h, Е, 921.14, 934.1a, 966.14, 
967.1g, k, о, г, 969.та, Б, 1, 971.1b, 1253.1a, 1267.1a, 1272.1e, 
1342.3d, 1677.1a); and those found іп putlog holes (666.4bb, 
667.1X, 674.1u, 1342.36, 1350.1b, 1396.1d). The remainder 
were found loose or are likely to relate to repairs, and have been 
omitted from the sample. 


Locations (Fig. 6) 

Ruins in front of the west doors of Hagia Sophia, demolished 

November 1873: 223.10, 337.1d, 674.1p, 205.34, $74.12, 665.62, 

666.12, 667.11i, 676.64, 880.10, $31.10, 932. та, 967.24, 969.1p, 

1023.1C, 1124.12, 1252.1b, 1281.10, 1542.72: 
In November 1875, some Byzantine ruins in front of the west 
doors of Hagia Sophia were demolished."? Although Sorlin- 
Dorigny, who published the brickstamps that were dis- 
covered, adopted Dethier's identification of the structures as 
the remains of a gallery linking Hagia Sophia with Hagia 
Eirene,!? no such gallery is known to have existed. Since the 
last remains of the Justinianic atrium (two columns and two 
piers of the colonnade of the south wing, Fig. 6 A) are known 

_ to have been demolished in the early 18705,1 it is practically 
certain that Sorlin-Dorigny recovered the bricks from them. 
These structures appear in various drawings made by Texier 
(in 1833-39), Fossati (in 1847-49), 3 Hübsch (in 1862),* 
Walker (їп 1873, after the demolition), "З and in а small photo- 
graph published by Wulff. 


Wall with niches in Cafertye Sokagi: 337.32, 440.12, 663.14, 
674.1t, IW, 696.1a, 822.1Ь, 965.15, 969.11, 1365.1: 
During the laying of drains in Cafertye Sokağı in 193 1, a wall 
containing five niches was discovered, aligned with the west 
wall of Hagia Sophia (Fig. 6 B).? Mamboury records finding 
the stamped bricks on 26 December 1931. 


Justimanic atrium: 
Schneider’s excavations in 1935 revealed parts of the sub- 
structures that once supported the atrium in front of the west 


Three bricks from this demolition were sent by Sorlin-Dorigay to the 
Musée des Antiquités Nationales, Saint-Germain-en-Laye, Paris, France in 1874 
(лу. 21103). 

19 Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Letter’, 129; Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 92. 

ін Wulff, Каля, п, 780. * 

H Charles Texier album т, sheet у in the Drawings Collection of the Royal 
[nstirute of British Architects (as noted by Mango, 'Constantinopolitana', утуй, 


{7}. 

H Reproduced in Mathews, Early Churches, pl. 71. 

H Reproduced in Strube, Eingangsseite, 27 (where "Nordballe" appears іп 
error), pls. 24-4. 

P Drawings hy Mary Walker in the Van Millingen Collection, Burrows 
Library of Byzantine and Modern Greek, King's College, Universiry of London 
reproduced in Mathews, Survey, 279, figs. 31-18, 31-19). 

не Wulff, Kunst, it. 386, pl. 327. 

1" Mamboury, ‘Fouilles Г, 252. See Mamboury's plan in Schneider, Byzanz, 
зі, то or Müller Wiener, Bildlexibon, фо. 


entrance of rhe church."* The numerous stamped bricks 
recovered from the debris of these foundations, which were 
sketched by Mamboury, can certainly be ascribed to the main 
period of the church's construction in 532—357. 

Details of findspots are given as: stuccoed pillar (1253.14) 
(located atthe northern end of a wall joining at a right angle to 
the north wall of the atrium, Fig. 6 C)" wall with hollow 
pillar-like block (676.5c) (to the north of the north wall of the 
Justinianic atrium, Fig. 6 D); collapsed barrel vault of the 
substructures (228.12, 337-10, 603.1a, 674.1b, |, 676.1h, 
921.12, 969.1b, 971.1b, 1272.1e, 1677.1a) (from debris asso- 
ciated with the barrel vault of the substructures of the west 
wing of the atrium, Fig. 6 Ex! constructions of the north- 
west court (3 $ 5.12, 626.1a, 666.11, 4z, ff, її, $a, 667.14, 668.16, 
675.1a, 817.15 К, 966.та, 967.1g, k, о, г, 969.12, 1, 1342.54); 
constructions of the north-west court, large surrounding wall 
of Hagia Sophia (667.1h, 668.1b, 695.1a, 779.18, 817.1h, 
934.123, 1267.14). 


Remains of walls behind the Director's office: 666.11, 4j, 667.1t, 

ти, 668.14, 674.16, 676.14, зс, 692.12, 967. 1C, 1154. 1b: 
In 1939, when the office for the Director of the Hagia Sophia 
Museum was built close to the baptistery, two short sections 
of wall were discovered, between which was a tiny apse of the 
fourteenth or fifteenth century (Fig. 6 F). Mamboury's notes 
relating to the discovery have been published by Mango. 
Mamboury recorded the stamped bricks on 4 December 
1939. 


Turkish wall in alley leading from north vestibule: зола, 

675.52, ILI4.I2, 1342.92: 
In 1941, when the annexes to the north of the church were 
demolished, four stamped bricks were discovered by Sami 
Boyar. In Mamboury’s notes, dated 29 April 1941, the bricks 
are said to have been found in the Turkish wall of the alley thar 
led from the church's north vestibule to Soguk Çeşme Sokağı, 
passing between the medrese and the imaret of Ayasofya 
Camii (Fig. 6G)" 

Little court between the baptistery and Hagia Sophia: 206.12: 
Іп 1942-43, the court between the baptistery and the church 


was restored (Fig. 6 Н). Mamboury recorded one stamped 
brick on 3 November 1942. 


Ruins by the porch at the east end of Hagia Sophia (Fig. 6 1): 
674.1V, 969.1g, 1284.12. 


8 See Schneider, Westhof, 2-30. 

09 For plans, see Schneider, Wegtbof, pls. 1-2. The pillar, viewed from the 
north, with cupola to the right and, to the left, a walled-up arch, appears in 
Mathews (Early Churches, pl. 75) and Mainstone (Hagia Sophia, 28, pl. 21). Since 
the projecting wall is linked ro the atrium wall, it is most probably Justinianic. 

"#0 As indicated on Schneider, Westhof, pl. г, the wall incorporating this 
hollow pillar was probably linked to the wall that projects at right angles to the 
surviving section of the north wall of the atrium. 

MY Schneider, Westhof, 24-6. ні Mango, Brazen House, 43. 

' For the alley, see Mamboury's plan in Schneider, Byzans, pl. то or Müller- 
Wiener, Bildlezibon, go. 
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South-west corner (washing fountains, Fig. 6 J): 
East wall above washing fountains, brick built into wall and 
visible in roof of hole of former wooden tie: 667.1x. Loose 
brick on vault exposed when roof of washing fountains was 
removed: 666.40, 674.1x, 817.1d. 


Floor of tunnel outside west window. Brick possibly inserted in 
Turkish period: 893.3a. 


North-west pendentive, stair opening. Loose fragment: 128.14. 


North tympanum, east hole at foot of central recessed panel: 
666.4bb. 


North gallery, east bay, east window, external patch in south 
end of sill: 667.146. 


Atrium, south wing, space below gallery: 819.1h. 
Baptistery (Fig. 6 K), under sarcophagus: 666.40. 


North-west ramp (Fig. 6 L): 


Hole in wall of second landing below the north gallery: 
135c.1b. 


North-west buttress (Fig. 6 M): 
Loose brick at gallery roof level: 223.2d, е, 666.14d, 967.11, 
968.1b, h. Vertical face of hole for timber in east jamb of open- 
ing into upper room above gallery roof: 967.11. 


North-east ramp (Fig. 6 ММ): 
Paving probably laid in Turkish period: 276.12, 979.12, 
1279.14. 


North-east buttress (Fig. 6 О): 
Gallery roof, passage through west wall: 981.ra. In the 
threshold of the entrance towards the west of the north-east 
buttress: 166.1a. Brick spanning narrow slit at second landing 
above gallery roof: 1396.1d. Brick spanning upper opening in 
north wall of room at gallery roof: 1342.3e. 


South-west ramp (Fig. 6 Р); 
South landing, second below gallery: 229.12. 


South-west buttress (Fig. б Q): 
ЕШ of chapel: 624.1a. Тор of stair in vaulted room at top of 
well: 13.42.36. 


South-east buttress (Fig. 6 R): 

Lying around in the approaches to, or room of, the buttress: 
т.та, 817.1n, 969.1c. Upper room, loose: 6о%.та, 674.14, 
1158.14. In putlog hole in east wall, at level 2: 674.1u. Third 
window sill below the top sill, work of either Sinan or the 
Fossati brothers: 203.2g, 969.1h, 1363.14. Second window sill 
below the top sill: 817.1n. Others: 203.2h, 666.4aa, 817.1m, 
970.12. 


South-west room: 
North wall, gallery roof, hole in exterior wall: ўбіла. 


Exterior hole in east wall (of south-west room?), loose 
fragments: 561.та, 771.15. 


Exonarthex (Fig. 6 S), repairs to paving beside second door from 
north leading to narthex: 
3.12, 4.12, S.1b (opposite south jamb of door), 666.4w, 16a, 
821.1g (opposite north jamb of door) 


Narthex (Fig. 6 T), repairs to paving beside threshold of central 
door leading to exonarthex: 
11.13, 618,22, 666.4C, y, 1298.1a 


Horologion (Fig. 6 U): 1689.1a (lower part of window on the 
south-west side), 676.6b, 817.1]. 


Indictions 

Very few of the brickstamps from Hagia Sophiacarry dates. The 
stamps selected for the sample have indictions clustering 
between eleven and thirteen (LAIT): 932.14, 965.1b, 1252.1b 
carry LÀ  228.1a, 696,1a carry IB; and бобла and 1253, 1a carry 
II". The indictions on 1124.1a and 1023.1c are uncertain, and 
1281.1b (from the demolitions in 1873) carries 27, which may 
indicate that the brick so marked was old stock when used, Of 
the excluded stamps, those with indictions generally do not fall 
within the ТАП“ cluster: 1114.1a (А), 979.1a, 1279.14 (B^), 
LIA, 166.та, 561.12, 771.1Ь, 893.3, 981.1a (1), 553.1a (E), 3.1a 
(Z^, 4.1a (27), 1284.1a (2), 8.1Ь (НУ, бо8.та (1 (2), зуомта (IT). 


`7: THE BATHS OF ZEUXIPPOS 


Most of the structures that appear to relate to the Baths of 
Zeuxippos were excavated in 1927 and 1928 under the direction 
of S. Casson, with the assistance of D. Talbot Rice and others; 
just to the east of the Hippodrome and to the north-east of the 
tomb of Ahmet I (Fig. 7). The excavated structures included a 
circular chamber, called Building т, and, to the east of it, а semi- 
circular apse with adjoining rooms, called Building 2 (Figs. 6 
a-b, ў).!# Further walls and a pier of another circular chamber 
found to the south of the apse, were published by Mamboury 
and Wiegand in 1934 (Fig. 6 с).!* To the north of the 1927-28 
excavations, some apparently related structures were brought to 
light when drains were laid in 1934 and 1952. The earlier excava- 
tion revealed a spiral stair (Fig. 6 d), ^* and the later work 
brought to light two, possibly three, apsidal structures, a barrel- 
vaulted water conduit (brick dimensions: 370 x 380 x 45 mm.), 
and the wall of а cistern (Fig. бе) 

The excavations іп 1928 yielded three large statue- bases, two 
of which, identical in form, were inscribed with the names of 
Aeschines and Hecuba.!* In addition, a fragment of the head of 


Wi Casson et al, Hippodrome 1; Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome IL 
W Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpalaste, 5-7, area Ea, pls. xcv, сп. 

^* Mamboury, “Nouvel élément’. 

" Mamboury in Mango, Brazen House, 184-8. 

М" Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome II, 18-21, figs. 8-12 (statue bases). 
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Fie. 7. Plan of the excavated structures believed to belong to 
the Baths of Zeuxippos. 


an early Greek statue of Pentelic marble was found amongst the 
debris in Room 1 of Building 2.” Christodorus of Coptus 
describes eighty antique statues that stood in the gymnasium of 
the Baths of Zeuxippos in the reign of Anastasius; and statues of 
Aeschines and Hecuba are, in fact, mentioned among them. 
Although the statue-bases were not found # situ, it seems likely 
that Building 2 is to be identified as a part of the gymnasium of 
the Zeuxippos complex."! The various circular structures found 
in the area would certainly have been appropriate in a bathing 
establishment. 

Several sources ascribe the foundation of the Baths of 
Zeuxippos to the Emperor Septimius Severus (193—211). This 
information, coming from sources no earlier than the sixth 
century, 15 suspect, since the baths were not inaugurated until 11 
May 339, under Constantine." Furthermore, the coins found to 
the south and west of Building 1 provided no evidence for 
activity on the site earlier than the period 330—491" The baths 
were destroyed in the Nika riots of $32, and reconstructed 


МУ. Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome II, 14, 41-2, figs. 48-9. 

19. Palatine Anthology, book 2. On the collection of statuary, see Guberti 
Bassett, "Zeuxippos'. 

P! Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome IL, 14-17 and earlier Casson et ай, 
Hippodrome 1, 22. Mango, Brazen House, 57-8. 

5: Malalas, Chronicle, 12.20 (ed. Thurn 221). Chronicon Paschale, 494-5. 
Lydus, De Magistratibus, 3.70. See Mango, Développement, 19 n. 36. 

13 Malalas, Chronicle, 13.8 (ed. Thurn 246). Chronicon Paschale, £29-30. 

Ім Casson et al, Hippodrome 1, 48-59, Class lin trenches V and Va. 





under Justinian." Justinian’s baths presumably survived, 
more or less intact, until the facility fell out of use in the eighth 
century. 

During the first season of excavation in 1927, three pillars of 
brick with occasional courses of stone were found!” Two of 
these had curved sides, and a third pier of similar plan and con- 
struction was discovered in 1928. The circular chamber to which 
they belonged had an internal diameter of 11.5 m. It was 
reported that the construction technique ‘is characterized by a 
number of courses of brick, after which comes a single stone 
course, usually of large blocks about 1 m. long and 40 cm. in 
thickness. Courses of brick, about fifteen in number, occur 
again before the next stone."*? Ac first it was assumed that the 
structures were to be dated to the Roman period, and that the 
ash layer found at the foot of the piers had been formed in 
the fire of 532.19 Bur in the later report such an early date was 
rejected since this would have meant that no trace of the sub- 
sequent Justinianic reconstruction had survived: 


On technical grounds itis soll hard to date this type of work exactly, but 
it is certainly not earlier than Justinian or later than the ninth century. 
The chief evidence provided here by excavation is that of the coins, 
which were profusely scattered outside the main east wall, in the lower 
levels. These would most naturally have been dropped there when the 
building was in constant use, or shortly after it had been destroyed. 
They belong mostly to the eighth, ninth, and tenth centuries." 


In fact, pure brickwork with occasional courses of stone is a 
technique that may also be observed at 5t Polyeuktos, 55 Sergius 
and Bacchus, and in the Justinianic Hagia Sophia." It certainly 
belongs to the sixth century, and may here be safely associated 
with the reconstruction after the fire of 532.19 

The majority of the excavated structures had been built using 
this distinctive Justinianic masonry style. In particular, the 
apse in Building 2 was ‘built of bricks of the usual Byzantine 
type, 15 cm. square, reinforced by occasional layers of large 
ashlar blocks recurring every 14 or 15 courses’ (Pl. XI). As the 


"5 Procopius, Wars, 1.24.9. Procopius, Buildings, 1.10.3. 

"e Sec Mango, “Daily Life’, 340; Mango, Brazen House, 37 Й. 

97 Casson et al, Hippodrome I, 20, hg. ҙә. 

Casson etal., Hippodrome I, 21. Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome II, 6. 

Casson and Talbor Rice, Hippodrome II, 6. 

М Casson etal, Hippodrome I, 22, Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome П, 9. 

™ Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome П, 9. Despite the denial in the text, а 
table in the same report, р. 17, assigns the burning to the Nika riots. 

w Sec above pp. 52-3. 

! "Two pieces of a relief of Proconnesian marble showing a пеге and dolphin 
clearly came from the Justinianic phase, since they were discovered in a half- 
metre-thick layer of decomposed brick, which had come from the upper part of 
the piers in Building т. On stylistic grounds, the sculpture can be dated to the 
mid-second го early third century, and this originally encouraged the excavators 
to date the structures themselves to the Severan period. The frieze appears, how- 
ever, to have been cut into sections, which were then reused for some unknown 
purpose in the Justinianic phase, See Casson etal, Hippodrome 1, 21-2, 27-8, fig. 
36 and Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome П, 42, fig. sob. Other pieces of 
classical sculpture were found, including a cornice fragment of the late first or 
early second century: Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome II, 42-4, fig. А. 

w Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome IL, 6 and plan. 

wt Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome 11, ro, figs 1-6. 
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excavators realized in the report on the second season of work in 
1928, a Justinianic date for these structures was indicated by the 
coin finds: 


The work of the square bricks which characterizes the walls must 
belong to a period of reconstruction which closely followed the fire. 
The evidence of coins ts useful here, for the building must antedate the 
majority of those found in the filling. They date from the sixth to the 
eleventh centuries, those of the ninth being most plentiful. Thus one 
may conclude that this work belongs in the main to the sixth century.!* 


The excavations also revealed some evidence for pre-Justinianic 
structures on the site. The southern part of the apse in Build- 
ing 2 formed the north wall of an adjacent room (Room 1). 
This north wall, and the room's west wall stood upon earlier 
masonry composed of small bricks (measuring 310 x 175 Х 25 
mm.) mixed with small squared stones (Pl. XT). It may be 
suggested, in the light of the textual evidence, that this phase is to 
be ascribed ta the Constantinian period. 

In 1927, a pier of ashlar blocks was found to the west of 
Building 1.5 An ashlar wall found to the south-east of the same 
building in 1928 perhaps belonged to the same period.’ There 
appears to have been no clear indication of the relationship 
between these structures and the Justinianic phases. Although 
the excavators were inclined to attribute this style to the Roman 
period," it may perhaps be Constantinian. 

Structural evidence of post-Justinianic phases was also 
revealed. Three ashlar piers standing upon a platform of rough 
stones built against the apse of Building 2 must post-dare the 
Justinianic phase, although their date is uncertain and they may 
have been built using material from much earlier structures on 
the site." Buttresses along the east wall of Building т showed ап 


"* Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome II, 15. 

57 Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome II, 12, figs. 5, 7- 
Casson et al, Hippodrome I, 29, fig, 31. 

"* Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome I, 7-8. 

Mm Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome IL, 7-8. 

31 Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome II, то. 


alternation of five courses of brick with five of stone, and were 
tentatively ascribed to a ninth- or tenth-century restoration.!? 


Sample 

Precise numbers of the different types of brickstamp discovered 
are not recorded, but we are informed in a footnote to the 
report on the 1928 excavations thar, "The brick-stamps in the 
walls mostly bear the inscriptions Nicephoros, Photinou, or 
Diomedou."? This apparently refers to stamp numbers 
гоо4.та, 1313.12, 315.12. Stamp 315.1a, however, like 313.1a 
found by Mamboury, is not Justinianic, but belongs to the reign 
of the emperor Maurice (582—602)."* This suggests that a repair 
was undertaken in the baths sometime after 582. The indictions 
that occur on a few of the stamps do not form any clear cluster, 
which is a further indication that the material found does not all 
relate to a single construction phase (64.1a (ТВ), 152.1a (ВУ, 
313. ra (E), 627.1a (1), 1229.1a (НУ, 1269.1a (НУ, 1422.1a (TE), 
1423.14 (IE )). 

The findspats of very few bricks are known, so it is generally 
not clear whether the bricks were found loose or in situ, or if 
they came from Justinianic masonry or from later repairs. Only 
six stamps are recorded as coming from walls known to be 
Justinianic: 698.1a, тоті.та, 1951.12, 1123.12, 1342.5Ї, 1434.1a 
(all from the apse of Building 2). For the purposes of this study, 
it must be assumed that the majority of the bricks from the site 
relate to the Justinianic structures, but we must bear in mind that 
there is no doubt that this sample is contaminated.” All the 
stamps except 313.1a and 315.1 are, therefore, included in the 
sample. 


7? Casson and Talbor Rice, Hippadrome П, 7, 9 (where early Turkish work is 
also noted). ся 

m Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome II, 15 n. 1. 

N See above p. 47. 

"5 Talbot Rice's original notes relating to the Hippodrome excavations have 
been found neither in the Courtauld Institute (London) nor іп the Barber 
Institure (Birmingham University). 
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Undated sites 


I. BALABAN AGA MESCIDI 


Whilst still intact, the Balaban Aga Mescidi had been seen by 
Paspates! and van Millingen.? Bur when Gurlitt described it in 
his 1907 publication it was already lacking its vault, and in 1911 
it was a victim of the fire that swept through the district.’ In 
1930, the mosque was due to be destroyed to make way for the 
construction of Harikzadeler Sokağı. Unfortunately, the 
museum authorities were not informed until entrepreneurs had 
purchased the materials and razed thesstructure to its founda- 
tions. Before the remains of the mosque were completely 
‘destroyed, however, the Byzantine Institute and the Istanbul 
Archaeological Museum spent three weeks excavating the sub- 
structure in April and May of 1936. 

I reproduce here a plan and elevations of the Balaban Aga 
Mescidi that were made by Mamboury in June 1916 (Pl. XII). In 
plan, the building had a circular exterior (diameter 19.0 m.), 
and a hexagonal interior (with sides 3.50 m. long). Each side of 
the hexagon contained a rectangular niche about 2.7 m. wide. 
These niches were 1.25 m. deep, except for the western one, 
which was 1.82 m. deep and which opened on to the exterior 
through а door 1.17 m. wide. The other niches contained 
windows 1.60 m. wide, which Gurlitt believed not to be 
original.’ The projecting piers between the niches preserved the 
corners of the hexagon as re-entrants, These piers rose to a 
height of about 2.15 m., and carried six arches supporting a 
vault. At the springing of the arches was a single course of stone 
that penetrated the piers from the front to the back of the 
niches, but which did not pass right through the shell of the 
structure. Other than this single string course, the super- 
structure was almost entirely of brick, as can be seen from a 
photograph showing the roofless mosque after the fire of 
теті, and from Mamboury’s elevations? Only the lowest 
parts of the walls, to a height of about т m., were built of stone 
blocks, which were regularly cut and set in a reddish gravelly 

! Paspates, Byzantinat Meletai, 385. 

* Van Millingen, Churches, 265-7, pl. уу (interior view). 

! (таги, Ванина, 1. 42. 

! Schneider, 'Brinde', 401. 

! Gurli, Яана, і. 42, 

" Mamboury, "ҒочШез 1', 267 ("toute en briques"). Schneider (Byzanz, 54) 
incorrectly stares ‘Oberbau aus Hausteinen mit fünfbindrigen Ziegeldurchschuss', 


and is followed by Müller-Wiener (Addlextkon, 98: "Oherbau іп Werkstein mit 
Ziegeldurchschul') whose photograph blatently contradicts him (98, fig. 78). 


mortar.’ Holes discovered in the interior walls indicated that 
marble reverment had once been attached. Indeed, fragments 
of coloured marble veneer were discovered, in addition to 
moulded sections of skirting.* 

The foundations excavated in 1932 were up to 3 m. deep and 
built of both large and small blocks of stone. They were wider 
than the walls above them, and contained six irregular niches, 
which broadly corresponded to those of the building above. A 
burial was found in each of them, which suggests that the struc- 
ture was originally designed as a mausoleum.’ The foundation 
walls of three of the niches possessed openings that must 
originally have connected with a subterranean channel, thereby 
ensuring that the crypt was well ventilated and dry." 

In the fourteenth century, a rectangular chamber covered by 
а dome with a central oculus was sunk into the middle of the 
substructure." The large number of bones found within the 
chamber suggested to Müfid, who published the excavation, 
that it was an ossuary in which the bones from the niches had 
been deposited so that new burials could be made in those 
niches." A slab covering onc of the new graves was inscribed 
with the dare 1345." [twas presumably at the same time that the 
walls of the superstructure, by now stripped of their marble 
revetment, were covered with stucco and painted." 

After the Turkish conquest, the building was converted into а 
mosque. A minaret was erected between the west and south- 
west niches, and its staircase was put in the west niche, so thar 
the entrance had to be moved; it was put in the north-west niche. 
The piers between the niches were altered to conceal the angles 
of the hexagon." 

The design of the mausoleum is not itself sufficiently distinc- 
tive to allow a close date to be ascribed to the structure. Several 
mausolea with circular exteriors, and with niches contained 
within the thickness of the walls were constructed in early 
fourth-century Rome. The tomb of Maxentius on the Via Appia 
(307-12), the Tor de’ Schiavi (с.ҙоо) on the Via Praenestina, and 

* Müfid, ‘Balaban’, 213 and fig. 9. 

"Мака, Balaban’, 214 and fig. у. 

"Маб, Palaban’, 215-714. Mordtmann, Esquise, уо had suggested identifying 
the structure with the church of 5: Mary of the Kourator (on which, see below), а 
view questioned by van Millingen (Churches, 265), who suggested thar it may have 
been the library of a monastic establishment. 

з майа, ‘Balaban’, 214. " Мона, Balaban’, 114-18. 


u Мана, ‘Balaban’, 217, п Маһа, ‘Balaban’, 218, 222, 229 
ч Май, ‘Balaban’, 27, 2225. "маша, ‘Balaban’, этй. 
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the mausoleum of Helena on the Via Labicana all possess 
circular interiors with seven recesses, alternately rectangular 
and curved in plan.™* The mausoleum of Constantine’s daughter, 
Constantina, on the Via Nomentana (c.351-52) is much more 
sophisticated, containing numerous niches, again alternating 
between rectangular and circular, and also an internal colon- 
nade." In Thessaloniki, the Rotunda, which was perhaps 
originally intended as the mausoleum of Galerius (293—311), has 
a circular exterior and seven large, rectangular, barrel-vaulted 
niches, А fourth-century Constantinopolitan parallel for the 
Balaban Aga Mescidi, is to be found in descriptions of the 
lost mausoleum of Constantine (307-37), which was later 
incorporated into Constantius Ms church of the Holy 
Apostles.? This was a rotunda with seven radiating niches for 
the burials, and an entrance on the eighth side.” 

Müfid compared the plan of the Balaban Aga Mescidi with 
that of the hypogeum discovered by Ébersolt and Macridy in 
Balarkóy (the ancient Hebdomon), which was assigned by them 
to the fifth century.” This tomb had a circular exterior (15.35 m. 
in diameter) and a square interior with four deep rectangular 
niches projecting from each side of the square. The four piers 
between the niches preserved the angles of the square interior as 
re-entrants. A small rectangular chamber for the reception of a 
sarcophagus was attached to either side of each niche, 

Belting made a comparison between the Balaban Aga Mescidi 
and two of the four mausolea that were added to the hexagonal 
hall of the Palace of Antiochus after its conversion into the 
church of St Euphemia.” Like the Balaban Aga Mescidi, the two 
mausolea concerned (M и and М ш) had six rectangular niches, 
but unlike it, the exteriors were dodecagonal, and the projecting 
piers between the niches did not preserve the angles of the 
internal hexagon as re-entrants, but were wedge-shaped in plan 
(Fig. 5). The two other mausolea attached to the hexagon of 
Antiochus’ palace (M rand М ту) had octagonal exteriors, and 
interiors similar to that of the hypogeum in the Hebdomon 
(although lacking the side-chambers on either side of each 
niche). These four mausolea were presumably attached to the 
hexagon either when the relics of St Euphemia were brought 
from Chalcedon to Constantinople in 680 or when they were 
recovered from Lemnos іп 796." As Naumann and Belting 


М See Ward-Perkins, Architecture, 424. 

U See Ward-Perkins, Architecture, 411. 

“ See Ward-Perkins, Architecture, 451-4. 

Аз observed by Koethe, ‘Konstanuns-Mausoleum’, 191. 

? Mango, ‘Constantine's Mausoleum’, has argued in detail that Constantine built 
only a circular mausoleum and that the basilica was built by Constantis 11 (as 
earlier suggested by Koethe, “Konstantins-Mausaleum’, and Griersoa, “Tombs and 
Obits’, +). However, Leeb, ‘Kawerbildes’, 7-14 and Konstantin, 93-163 argues thar 
Constantine buik a cruciform church, which served also as his mavsoleam. 

з Grierson, “Tombs and Obits’, 31-9. Mango, "Constantine's Mausoleum’, 54-5. 

т мава, "Balaban', 3212-2, figs. 14-15. Ébersolt and Macridy, ‘Monuments’, 
389-93. 

2 Naumana and Belting, Eupbenus-Kirche, 52-3. | 

м For their construction аг the time of the arrival of the relics, see Naumann and 
Belting, Euphemia-Nirche, 55. For the date of the arrival of the relics, see Berger, 
"Translation! and Mango, ‘Euphemin', 85-5, 


observe, the mausolea were built on a plan that by then had a 
very long history.” 

Buildings on а plan similar to that of the Balaban Aga Mescidi 
are therefore known from the beginning of the fourth to the late 
seventh or late eighth century, so that the plan has little chrono- 
logical significance. Müfid dated the original construction of the 
Balaban Aga Mescidi to the fifth or sixth century on the basis of 
the stonework, which resembled that m the lower parts of the 
walls of the hypogeum at Bakırköy.” The masonry of the super- 
structure may, however, be more instructive. Schneider's fifth- 
century date was perhaps based on his mistaken belief that the 
walls of the superstructure had been built of alternating bands of 
brick and stone." As I have pointed out above, however, the 
superstructure was, in fact, of pure brickwork. Our first dated 
example of that vechnique occurs in the basilica of the Theotokos 
in the Chalkoprateia, which is probably to be ascribed to Verina 
(457-84). Pure brick continued to be used in the first half of the 
sixth century, although with the addition of occasional courses 
of greenstone. The structural evidence might therefore be taken 
to suggest a date in the second half of the fifth century, 
Unfortunately the moulded skirting does not appear to provide 
any firm clues regarding the date of the original structure.” 

The mausoleum, which cannot be identified with any of those 
mentioned in the Catolagus Sepulchrorum or the Necrologium 
Imperatorum, presumably belonged to a wealthy family.” It is 
possible that it was associated with a nearby church, and one 
fifth-century candidate in this area is the Theotokos of the 
Kourator. This church is said by the Patria to have been built in 
the time of Verina (457-84), wife of Leo I, by the Kourator, who 
designed it in the image of the tomb of Christ in Jerusalem.” The 
relics of St Lazarus and his sisters were removed from there by 
Leo when the monastery of St Lazarus was established.” In the 
topographical recension of the Patria, the church is placed after 
the Forum Tauri and the Theotokos of the Diakonissa, bur 
before the Philadelphion The Theotokos of the Diakonissa 
has been located on the site of the University buildings to the 
west of the excavated arch in the Forum Tauri," and the 
Philadelphion was at the bifurcation of the Mese, just to 
the north of the Myrelaion.5 Thus the Theotokos of the 
Kourator was probably very close to the Balaban Aga Mescidi, 
although perhaps somewhat nearer than the latter to the Mese." 
Itis, therefore, not impossible that the Balaban Aga Mescidi was 
somehow associated with the church of the Kourator. 


9 Naumann and Belting, Ewphemia-Kirche, үз. ы Мада, 'Balaban’, 222. 

п Schneider, Byzanz, 54. М Seep. yz- m 

" The base moulding in the narthex of St John of Studios, for instance, is quite 
different. бес Mathews, Survey, 158, no, 15-26. у 

* Schneider, Byzanz, 54. Far the texts listing imperial mausolea in Constan- 
tinople, see Grierson, “Tombs and Obits’. 

М Patria 3.101, ed. Preger, 199. 

м Patria 4.33 (С), ed. Preger, 288-9 (С), Су cd 

з Pairin ed. Preger, 293-4. Berger, Patria, 329, 347 (where га Diakonisses 15 
wrongly shown га the west of ta Kuratoros). ^ See pp. 131-4 

м Mango, Développement, 28-50. Berger, Patria, 330-1. 

є On he Kourator, sec Janin, Églises, 1912. 
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The bricks recovered during the excavation were deposited in 
the Istanbul Archaeological Museum, and the reference 
numbers recorded in the notes of Mamboury and Mango are 
given in the catalogue. These numbers may be useful for identifi- 
cation of the bricks from this site when the vast number of 
stamped bricks retained in the Cukurbostan of the Archaeo- 


logical Museum is catalogued. 


Sample 


No details concerning the architectural contexts of the bricks 
are known, and all but one of the indictions falls into a clear 
cluster (IA —T 7), Hence all of the stamps have been retained in 
the sample, except for 883.1a, whose indiction is uncertain, but 
appears to be g'or 2”. 


Indictions 


Таві 6. Frequency of indictions on bricks from Balaban Aga 
Mescidi 


Indiction Catalogue numbers and quantity of bricks Totals 
А” 416.1a (2), 1289.1a (1) 3 
B эта (1) 
E. $93.1a (2) 2 
A a 
E о 
С o 
E © 
н о 
e © 
г о 
ТА" 1241.1a (2) 1 
ГВ” 26,12 (3) 3 
I 876.1a (3), b (1), 1177.1b (6), 1113.1a (1) 11 
LA” 27-та (5), 5z.1b (22), c (1), 419.1a (62), 436.14 (5), 

{97-та (3), за (1), 863.1 (12), 867.1h (5), є (5), 

941.14 (7), 1026.1a (2), 1174.1b (4), 1242.1a (1), 

1276.1a (6), 1644.14 (1) ша 
IE" $3.12 (2), 1642.1a (1) 3 


2. REMAINS ON CEMAL NADIR SOKAGI 


In 1911, on а building site between Agir Efendi Caddesi and 
Cemal Nadir Sokağı, 4 number of vaulted chambers on a south- 
south-west-north-north-east axis were discovered. These 
rooms were partly divided by columns and were attached to à 
perpendicular wall about 20 m. south of Aşir Efendi Caddesi. 
Architectural fragments, including column-shafts and impost 
blocks decorated with crosses were also found. Wulzinger 
published a brief description of the structures and a sketch map 
of their location in 1913 (Fig. 8)." 


V Wulzinger, 'Substruktionsbauten", 376—7. 





Fic. 8$, Plan of the remains in the vicinity of Cemal Nadir 
Sokağı. 





Fie. 9. Plan of the remains north of Cemal Nadir Sokağı. 


a 
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Further remains were found a little higher up the hill (on the 
north side of Сета! Nadir Sokağı, west of its junction with 
Hoca Kasim Köprü Sokağı) in the course of the construction of 
an office building in 1924. The only published description of the 
ruins appears го be фаг of Papadopoulos,* He saw cross- and 
barrel-vaulted substructures with water-channels, and argued 
that these must have been the hypacaust system of a bath build- 
ing." Above these substructures were 7o cm.-thick paving slabs 
that formed the seating for four large pillars, із пп. apart, 
arranged about a north-eastern axis. These pillars, he believed, 
had supported a dome." Mamboury records that he made plans 
during the demolition. He also recovered a large sample of 
stamped bricks, many of which were circular and carried the 
formula ӨХғо)% y&pic." Mamboury's description and sketch- 
plans are preserved in the Deutsches Archaologisches Institut, 
Istanbul, and a version of his plan is reproduced here (Fig. 9). Оп 
the north side of Cemal Nadir Sokağı, where the ground was 
excavated to a depth of 6 m. below street level, there was a 4 m.- 
wide barrel vault running parallel with the street fora distance of 
about 20 m. Ат its east end, this vault joined with a 2 m.-wide 
corridor running at right angles. This appears to have served as a 
cistern, judging by the Turkish channels that flowed into it. 
Parallel to the 4 m.-wide vault, and separated from it by a 2 m.- 
thick wall pierced by several doors, was asystem of chambers, in 
the middle of which stood four massive piers. Mamboury 
observed that there was a well partly intersecting one of the 
piers and still containing water. He commented that this was 
probably of Turkish origin. Above the tops of the vaults of the 
lower storey, a course of large stone blocks ;с—бо cm. high ran 
through all the walls, apparently to serve as the footing for the 
piers of the upper storey. 

According to Papadopoulos, a conduit linked these ruins 
with a huge complex of Byzantine remains located still further 
up the slope, on the south side of Cemal Nadir Sokağı, in the 
area bounded by Носа Ham Sokağı, Hakkı Tank Us Sokağı, 
and Hanim Eli Sokağı (Fig. 8). Papadopoulos believed that this 
complex constituted a cistern, and that it supplied the proposed 
bathing establishment lower down the slope.” That the groups 
of structures on either side of Cemal Nadir Sokağı were related, 
as was proposed by both Wulzinger and Papadopoulos,* is also 

М Papadopoulos, ‘Letter’. 

М Papadopoulos, ‘Letter’, 116 (“dans les substructions découvertes, on voit des 
couloirs qui пе peuvent Ere autre chose que l"hypocauste des bains romains et 
byzantins’). Janin, CH, 214 classifies the remains destroyed іп 1924 asa cistern. 

є Papadopoulos, "Letter", 115. 

*5 Mamboury, ‘Fouilles Т, 248. In his notes, Mamboury refers to the structure 
built over the Byzantine remains as both ‘Afrika Нан" (compare Mamboury, 
"Chrisme", 454) and '"Bakarhani'. One sheet af Mamboury's brickstamp drawings 
relating to the site carries the dare 26 March 192). 

*5 The site is indicated by Kleiss, Ріко, Fundortmimmer 7. See also. Miller- 
Wiener, Вехі он, 41. 

9 Papadopoulos, "Letter", 115 believed char the cistern was part of the Palace of 
Nicepboras Bownetares. Mamboury, ‘Fouilles T, 248 alsa referred to the higher 
structures as а cistern annexed to rhe palace of Botaneiates (the Cistern of Jesus). The 
rwo possible locations for the palace are discussed by Berger, "Ufergegend", 162, 
with fig. 2. Ser also Janin, CH, зүс-1, 326, 153-4. 

^ N'ulzinger, Substruktonsbanten!, 377; Papadopoulos ' Letter", 114. 


suggested by the fact that stamps found by Paluka (1215.12) 
and Wulzinger (194.12, 842.12) in the southerly complex аге 
circular and carry the same formula as those from the structures 
demolished in 1924. 

The complex of substructures on the south side of Cemal 
Nadir Sokağı was first published in detail by Paluka in 1895." 
He assigned the ruins to the tenth century on the basis of a 
forced and implausible interpretation of a brickstamp that he 
had discovered at the sire: Є(єо)б yapi[e] Calten}pou 
"P(epoev)ot 1у(біктабуос) (В (121 5.1). The stamp was dated by 
him either to 939/40, under the Emperor Romanus I, or to 
1029/30, under Romanus ПІ. In fact, it refers not to an Emperor 
Romanus, but reads Canovpow (Paluka read P incorrectly 
instead of II)'* Another stamp, cruciform in shape, was 
ascribed by Paluka to the Emperor Andronicus II or III, and 
was assumed to indicate a Palaiologan repair to the structure; 
but the reliability of the transcription and the interpretation are 
bath very doubtful (1713.12)." In 1915, Wulzinger produced a 
new plan of the substructures and republished the stamps 
mentioned by Paluka, repeating the same readings. He also 
attempted to date other brickstamps on the basis of their letter 
styles. One example with heavy, thick script he ascribed to the 
eighth century," and another with regular letters was dated to 
the Early Byzantine period or the tenth century." These inter- 
pretations and Late Byzantine datings have been accepted 
uncritically both by Betsch and by Mathews and Daskalakis 
Mathews .*' 

The only clues to dating the substructures are their orienta- 
tion, the construction techniques employed, and style of the 
capitals used. The alignment of the substructures, being perpen- 
dicular to the north-east-south-west axis of the Hippodrome 
and the streets that must have flanked it, has led Cyril Mango to 
suggest thar the complex was built according ға, the Early 
Byzantine street system, possibly in the fifth century." In 
particular, it may be noted that Cemal Nadir Sokağı is perpen- 
dicular to Alayköşkü Caddesi, which apparently still follows 
the course of the Early Byzantine street that linked the Mese to 
the Chalkoprateia (Copper Marker). 


* The street was then named Acimmusfule Sokagi, Paluka, "Ruinen'. Unlike 
Taluka, Farchleimer and Stryzygowski were unable го еріп access ro the sub- 
structures (Waiserbebalrer, or na. 24). 

че Paluka, Ruinen’. 

чи Paluka, "Ruinen". The ascription to Andronicus is riglidly rejected by Mango, 
"Brick Stamps’, 11 (bur note that Раіса" reading does по show the fit ) abbrevra- 
tion as Mango suggests). 

“ Wulzinger, 'Substruktionsbauten', 318-19. Wulzinger's plan of the substruc- 
tures is reprinted in Schneider, Byzanz, fig. аў (with text pp. 91-2) and in Müller- 
Weiner, Bildlexibon, 41. 

^ Wulznger, 'Substruktionsbauren', 382, no. 7. 

№ Wulzinger, ‘Substruktionshauten’, 382, no. 4 (with the suggestion that the 
Constantine named on the stamp might be Constantine VII). 

*! Betsch, Capital, 365. Mathews and Daskalakis Mathews, ‘Mansions’, 31. 

ч Mango, Développement, 71 (accepted by Berger, Regionen’, 393-4, no. 2 with 
hg. 4). 

* For the discoveries іп Alaykógkü Caddesi that suggest that the modern street 
follows the Byzantine one, see Вагай), " Lausus', 79-83 (tacitly accepted in Berger, 
"Regionen", 391 (street C, with fig. 4) and Berger, ‘Streets’, 164 (street С)). 
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As Paluka observed, the lower half of the visible facade of the 
substructure is built purely of bricks, about 36 cm. square by 
5.5 cm. thick. Above this, the technique changes, with 3 courses 
of brick alternating with 4-6 courses of ashlar. The fagade was 
later dishgured by the insertion of doors and windows (Pl. 
XIII). The construction technique on the interior is difficult to 
examine, since, at the time of writing, the building serves as a 
store for crates of bottled drinks. The impression is, however, 
that both the walls and vaults are, like the lower part of the 
facade, of pure brick, the bricks іп the vaults being laid radially 
with large patches of pitched work. In the south-east wall of 
Room 1, however, the brickwork is interrupted by a single 
course of large limestone blocks (Pl. XIV). Pure brickwork with 
an occasional course*of stone has been noted in sixth-century 
buildings such as St Polyeukros, Hagia Sophia, and the Baths of 
Zeuxippos.” 

The capitals in the building have not been closely studied and 
it is, therefore, impossible to be certain whether they were part 
of the original structure or related to a later repair, and whether 
they were newly carved or spolia. Two rows of six columns 
divide the main hall of the substructures (Room IV) into three 
aisles, cach covered by a barrel vault. The west row consists of 
plain columns of red granite, whilst that to the east has calumns 
of whitish marble with an oval moulding at the top. All of the 
columns are surmounted by plain impost (basket) capitals (Pls. 
XV and XVI)* Forchheimer and Strzygowski ascribed the 
capitals to the Early Byzantine, but post-Justimanic, period,” 
whereas Wulzinger gave the terminus post quem for these ‘very 
flat" capitals as the end of the seventh century." Admittedly, 
some of these basket capitals are rather shallow, but they аге 
clearly of a type that makes its first dated appearance in 
Constantinople (in highly decorated form) about 520 at St 
Polyeuktos.? Wulzinger believed that the difference between 
the column shafts in this room indicated that they were spolia, 
and inferred thar the capitals, too, were reused. 

A room at the south-west of the complex (Room ІХ) contains 
two marble columns with lonic impost capitals. The imposts, 
which overhang the large triple-coiled volutes slightly, are plain, 
the decoration being restricted to the echinus and pulvinus. 
Between the volutes is a very prominent tripartite central leaf 
reminiscent of egg-and-dart moulding, and the long sides of the 
volutes are covered by neatly worked acanthus (Pl. XVII). 

Я The phases are also shown clearly in Muller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 41 Bg. 15. 
Paluka, Ruinen’ 24-3. Forchheimer and Strzygowski (Wamerbebalter, 111) and 
Wulzinger (‘Substruktionsbauten’, 377) mentior. only the second phase of alter- 
nating brick and stone. Curiously, Demangel апа Mamboury, Mangates уу with 
n. f, compared the second phase with a similar technique in the Sea Walls, which 
they ascribed to the second half of the fifth or the sixth century. 

% бес above рр. 52-3. 

% Forchheimer and Strzygowslu, Wasserbebálter, 91, 222 (who observed the 
capitals through the windows}; Paluka, Ruines’, 28; Wulzingez, ‘Substrukuons- 
batten’, 378, рі. % (capital [rom eastern colonnade), and 780, fig. 6 (bottom) for 
cross-section of Room IV. 

7. Forchheimer and Suzygowski, Wasserbellter, 122. 


M Wulzinger, ‘Substruktionsbauten’, 381. " Betsch, Capital, 144-5: 
м Paluka, "Ruinen", 10-1. Wulzinger, 'Substruktionsbauren', 179, 1381-2 and 380. 


Wulzinger believed that these capitals were carved specifically 
[or the construction of the building, and the style of the acanthus 
suggested ta him a tenth-century date. In fact, the Tonic impost 
capital, which began to appear at the very beginning of the &fth 
century, was produced only in very modest numbers after the 
sixth century.” Examples with a plain impost block occur both 
in thefirst half of the fifth century, with large projecting volutes, 
and in the Justinianic period (at Hagia Eirene and 5t John of 
Ephesus), with a shallower block and smaller volutes beneath 
the block. 

The pure brickwork and occasional stone course in the 
original phase of construction, taken together with the align- 
ment of the structures, suggests a date in the later fifth or in the 
sixth century. If it is assumed that the capitals in Rooms IV and 
TX relate to the original construcrion and are not reused, then a 
date in the early sixth century for the complex would seem most 
likely. Given that the structures that were demolished in 1924 
were adjacent to this complex, were linked to it by a conduit, 
were ona similar alignment, and yielded many brickstamps of a 
style similar to the few known to have been found in it, we may 
suggest that they are very likely го have been contemporary 
with it. 


Sample 


All of the stamps from this site are included in the sample, except 
for $1.12, 139.13, 1110.14, 1705-14 which have been excluded оп 
the grounds of the indiction that they carry. 


Locations 


The stamps published by Paluka and Wulzinger come from 
the main substructures south of Cemal Nadir Sokağı, except 
for 765.14, which Wulzinger found ona brick from the building 
site opposite the main post office." Mamboury's stamps were 
all found in the structures destroyed in 1924, and the findspots 
of four examples are described thus: ‘dans les murs situés le 
plus au nord et en contrebas’ (бозла and 1049.14); ‘piles dans 
la гає Hoca Kasim Köprü Sokağı’ (82.12), and, ‘piles dans la 
ruc Acimusluk Sokafn’ (до. та), No stamps have been excluded 
from the sample on the grounds of their hindspots, since the 
various structures are in all likelihood contemporary. 


hg. 6 (top) for cross-section through Room IX. The width of che impost block, from 
the front, is given as 112 cm. at the top, and Ку em. at the borom. 

" Dennert, Kapitelle, 28-44. 

àt See the survey of this type by Тед, ‘Capitals’, with figs. 17-20 (mid-fifth- 
century) and figs. моз (jusunianic). For Constantinople, see Betsch, Capitals, 519- 
до; Zollt, Kapitellplastik, 9-46 (nos. 1-99), 241-366. 

*! The building site is shown on the map in Wulzinger, 'Substruktionsbauren', 
177, бв. 3 (Neubau, See here Fig, 8. 


UNDATED SITES 


Indictions 


Taste 7. Frequency of indictions on bricks from the remains 


on Cemal Nadir Sokagi 


—— ———À—————— ll 
Indiction Catalogue numbers 


А” $1.13 
p 

T” іуофла 
А” 139.14 
E 

c 

z 

H' 

e 

[* 148.22 
ТА” 82.та, 126.13, 149.15, c, 765.13, 1657.1a 


зн, 47.12, 117.12, 192.14, 122.1b, 515.12, 318.12, 508.12, 
518.12, 842. ra, 905.12, 949.28, 1060.14, 1112.1C, 24, 


ізіала 
Ц” 311.14, 319.12, 1113.1b, 1216.1a 
IA* 
ТЕ" IIIO.IA 


 ——— —————_———_ 


The indictions clearly cluster between I’ and IT". 


3. CISTERNS IN GULHANE 


Just within the fortification wall of the Topkapi palace, alittle to 
the right of the road leading from Bab-1 Hümáyün (the Imperial 
Gate) to Orta Kapa (the entrance to the second court of the 
Seraglio), and at the top of the street leading downhill towards 
the remains of the Turkish military hospital, there was once a 
complex of cisterns (Fig. го) Mamboury records having 
counted at least four cisterns in the complex, each separated by 
thick walls, and he notes thar the two most easterly cisterns were 
supported by foundations built with large stone blocks divided 
by perpendicular corridors. Mamboury writes that during the 
First World War, the authorities widened the street leading to 
the sea, and that the southern part of the complex was destroyed, 
leaving only the eastern facade partially visible. He followed 
the demolition work daily and discovered a large number of 
stamped bricks in the debris. The bricks from the demolished 
structures came from three locations, to which Mamboury 
refers in his notes as ‘cistern’, ‘structures above cistern’, and 
‘large vaults, and portico between them and St Eirene'. The 
bricks from all three locations have been treated together, since 
the close clustering of indictions suggests that the structures 
comprise a single undertaking. 

Two cisterns located inside the Bab-1 Hiimayiin and 80 to 100 


^ The description of the location is taken from Mamboury'’s notes. Cp. also 
Janin, СВ, 114-15. 
^ See Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 86, figs. 94-4. 


7 


paces down the slope were surveyed by Forchheimer ii 
Strzygowski in September 1890,4 The two were close to сас 
other and were both aligned on a north-west—south-east "rà 
They had evidently served as the substructure for some larg 
building." Their precise locations were not indicated by Forch 
heimer and Strzygowski, and, although they were describe 
separately by Strzygowski, Wulzinger argued that the tw 
were in fact contiguous, and that the structure they had one 
supported was the Nea church of Basil 1.4 Not only must th 
Nea church have been much further to the south, but also th 
locations of the cisterns proposed by Wulzinger are incorrect! 
A more recent survey has shown that the two cisterns wer 
beside one another, but quite separate (Fig. то) л 

The north-west-south-east alignment of the cisterns, whicl 
Wulzinger took to be indicative of a religious structure,’ 
merely suggests that they were erected according to the Earl 
Byzantine street plan, which should perhaps be taken to favou 
a date in the fifth or sixth century.” In Cistern 1 there were si: 
columns: four with inverted bases instead of capitals; one with : 
low Ionic impost capital (the main block being 0.3 m. deep); ап 
another with a plain impost capital.” In Cistern 2, further to th 
north, the three surviving columns carried low impost capitals," 
The low Ionic and plain impost capitals in both cisterns sugges 
a date in the sixth century, or possibly in the later fifth century,’ 
About rca m, to the south-east of Cistern 1 are some furthe 
minor structures that may also have belonged to a cistern.’ 
Whether any of these cisterns were associated and contem. 
porary with those whose destruction Mamboury followec 
remains to be determined. 


М Forckheimer and Strzygowski, Waiserbellter, фа, no. 26 (Cistern 1), 98-9 
по. 29 (Cistern 2). 

* Forchheimer and Strzygoawski, Wanerbehbàlter, 236, 

“ Wulzinger, Bandenkmaler, 52-63, fig. 19. 

^ Bardill, “Great Palace’, 227 n. 47. 

* Wulzinger seems not to have visited the cisterns. His accounr is totally берег 
dent оп Suzygowski's description regarding e.g. information on other Byzantini 
remains in front of Cistern t (Baudenkmäler, ра). Wulzinger admits that he had nor 
himself examined the brick pier in Cistern 2 for remains of pipes (Randenkmaler 
16). The erroneous locations proposed Бу Wulzinger were adopted by Kleiss, Plan 
Fundortrummer 65 and Miller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 497, hg, бол (cisterns G 7/E 
and G 7/7). 

" Sec Tezcan, Topkapi Saray 202-14, по. r1, pls. 249-60 (Cistern 2), 220-2, по 
16, pls: 273-85 (Cistern т), and, for the exact locations, the endpaper map. 

З Wulzinger, Baudenkmäler, у, 

З. For further discussion of the early street plan, see above p. 73. 

М Farchheimer and Strzygowski, Waserbebileer, 95. Тегсап, Topkapi Sarayt, 
pls. 279-80, 282. 

^ Forchheimer and Strzygowski, Wanterbehalter, 99. Tezcan, Topkapi Sarayı 
pls. 255-60. 

* ‘The low Ionic impost capital belongs to the early sixth century, and the plain 
impost capital makes its first dared appearance in Constantinople (in highly 
decorated form) с.уао at St Polyeuktos: see above, p. 74. Forchheimer and 
Strzygowski, Wasserbebdleer, 236 believed these capitals indicated а post- 
Justnianic or Macedonian date (7th-1oth centuries). 

7 Tezcan, Торһара Sarayr 206 with pls. 243-4 and figs. 7 (no. б) and 1а, 


й 
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CISTERN 1 





JF. & DESTROYED 
: CISTERNS 


^. ВАВА НОМАҮОН 








а 50 100 m 


Fig. то. Map showing the locations of the cisterns and the hexagonal structure in Gülhane. 


Sample 


All of the stamps have been included in the sample, except for 
411.1a (I), 243.1a (A), 1516.1a (А7 or АГ), and 1563.1a (АГ) 
which do not fall within the cluster of indiction dates displayed 
by the majority of stamps. 


Locattons 

Cistern: 8g.1b, d, 151.1a, 176.18, 178.1a, b, 184.12, 234.12, 
243.13, 246.12, 2a, 411.12, 455.24, 482-та, b, 483.1a, 484.1a, 
485.1a, $29.1d, $78.12, б54-та, 7OL.Ia, 706.та, 726.12, 759.12, 
895.1a, za, 89%.5а, 896.1a, 1027.14, 1239.14, 1240.18, 1475.12, 
1516.12, 1649.12, 1650.1a. 


Large vaults, and portico between them and Hagia Eirene: 
179.14, 482.14, b, 556.12. 


Structures above cistern: 85.12, 245.12, 454.12, 455.12, 459.12, 
III$.13, 1477-12, 1563.12. 


Indictions 
Таз: 8. Frequency of indictions on bricks from the Gülhane 
cisterns 








Indiction Catalogue numbers 





A" 
E 

D 411.1a 

A’ 243.12 

p 

c 

E сод. 2 

H 454.12, 482.та, b, 895.1a (numerous), 2a, за, 1259.18 

er 15.12, 85.12, b, d, 176.12, 178.12, 1b, 184.12, 234.12, 245.14 


(large numbers), 483.12, 484.12, 578.14, 654.12, 
701.1a, 896.1a, 1507.12, 1477.12, 1478-та 

r 179, та, 246.12, за (large numbers), 45 p10 за, 485.12, 
$$6.1a (large numbers), 755.13, 1240.12 
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Indietion Catalogue numbers 


ТВ 
П” 
IA" 1563.1à 
IE 


"he stamps generally carry consecutive indictions 7, Н, € or 


Г: 


4. THE BYZANTINE DRAINS OF THE MESE 


Various excavations close to Divan Yolu have revealed stretches 
of the rwo parallel conduits that ran down the centre of the city's 
main avenue, the Mese. Some secrions were found during the 
construction of modern drains berween 1925 and 1931, and 
Mamboury recorded numerous stamped bricks trom the vaults 
of the conduits." He grouped the finds under five locations: “А 
little higher up Divan Yolu than бе тай Sokagi', ‘Opposite Firuz 
Aga Camu’, ‘Higher up Divan Yolu than Firuz Aga Camii’ (all 
dated 20 November 1925), ‘Forum of Constantine’ (Autumn 
1930 and June 1931), and “Opposite the fountain of Auk Ali 
Paga Camii’ (20 April 1931). Some of these sections of drain are 
indicated on Mamboury’s maps,” but those opposite Atik Ali 
Paga Camii do not seem to have been published.” 

Two parallel channels built ої stone each measure 1.5-1.6 m. 
wide and 1.8-2.c m. deep. The channels are covered by brick 
vaults, bringing the height of the conduits to about 3 m. The tops 
of the vaults are about т m. below the Byzantine ground level, 

[n 1949, Mamboury discussed the brickstamps recovered 
from the Mese drains, and pointed to the reference to their con- 
struction given in the Patria of c.995.? The text lists the twelve 


™ Mamboury, '"Fouilles Г, 253-4. 

P бес Mamboury's map showing the cast end of the Mese ш Schneider, Byzanz, 
pl. то with Mamboury, ‘Nouvel élément’, 17-3, fig. 2 and Bardill, "Lausus', fig. 2. 
For Mamboury's plan of the excavations in the Forum of Constantine, see: Mango, 
‘Porphyry Column’, pl. 18; Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, fg. 288; Bardill, “Lausus’, 
fig. з. Far the excavations opposite Firuz Aga Camii, see Schneider, Euphemia- 
Martyrion', fig. 1; Mango, "Diippion', plan opposite p. réa; Muller-Wiener, Bild- 
lexikon, fig. 489. 

Further drains were recorded by Mamboury in the Forum of Theodosius in 1929 
(Casson and Talbot Rice, Hippodrome IL, до with Mamboury’s plan (оп which 
north is wrongly indicared, but corrected in Naumann, "Neue Beobachtangen', fig. 
1)), in 1949 (Naumann, "Neue Beobachtungen', 127and fig. 2), and in 1943 (Müller- 
Wiener, Bildlexikon, 261, pl. 294 E). The excavations in 1952 at the Milion’ did nox 
reveal the Byzantine drains (Mamboury in Mango, Brazen Hause, 184) but the 
excavations there in 1967-68 did reveal a single drain, dated (although it is notclear 
on what basis) to the sixth сепгігу: Firath and Ergil, '* " Milion* ; Müller-Wiener, 
Bildlexikon, pl. 245. Two parallel drains exposed in 1963 during the construction of 
asubway under Yeniçeriler Caddesi at the junction with Gedikpaga Caddesi (Firath, 
‘Short Report’, 209-10; Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, pls. 305, 305) yielded several 
bricks stumped with 25.26 (notes of W. Kleiss in the DAT, Istanbul). 

5 Mamboury, “Tchifté Sérail', pl. t7 shows remains near rhe fountain of Auk Ali 
Pasa Camii, which may relate to the porticoes on either side of the Mese, but 
Mamboury's notes explicitly state that all the bricks found came from the drains in 
this area. 

" See Miiller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 169-70. Cp. Casson and Talbor Rice, Hippo- 
drome ПП, 4o. P Mambaury, 'Chrisme", 499-81. 


senators whom Constantine I brought to Constantinople: 
Addas, Protasius, Scombrus, and Philoxenus (four magistri), 
and Domninus, Probus, Dareius, Maurus, Rhodanus, Sallustius 
the prefect, Modestus, and Eubulus (eight patriciz)." It then goes 
on to detail the construction work that they undertook in the 
city, with the aid of various architects charged with designing 
Constantine's New Rome. Amongst the works attributed to the 
patricius Sallustius, the praepositus Urbicius, and others are:*4 
the colonnaded ways extending eastwards from either end of the 
Walls of Constantine along the coast; the Mese From the Chalke 
Gate to the Exokionion at the Walls of Constantine;* the aque- 
ducts bringing water from the Bulgaria region; and deep drains 
throughout the city, which countered disease and pollution by 
conveying foul water beneath the colonnaded streets towards 
the sea. 

Such lists of senators and high-ranking civil servants in the 
time of Constantine appear only in late authors, and are clearly 
legendary.™ In all likelihood, the names belong to various 
personalities of the fourth, fifth, and sixth centuries. Modestus is 
perhaps the city prefect who built a large cistern in Region XI 
between 363 and 369." Philoxenus, to whom the Patria ascribes 
a cistern near the Forum of Constantine, was probably a 
magister officiorum of the early fifth century. Domninus may 
be the individual who pave his name fo the famous porticoes 
built in 395. An Urbicius is known to have been praepositus 
с.449-50, с470-81, and in 491." Тһе patricius Probus is 
probably the nephew of Anastasius, whose house near the 
Harbour of Julian was burned in the Nika nots.” A Eubulus, 
who is mentioned elsewhere in the Patria, was patricius under 
Justin I and owner of property in Constantinople.” 

From the textual evidence, Mamboury attempted to argue 
that the drains were built in the early or mid-fifth century.” Bur 
even if we have correctly determined the historical context of 
the individuals named in the Patria, it seems likely that the 
constructions associated with these individuals have been 
randomly assigned to them. As Mango has stated, the Patria 
*may be trusted when it says that a given building or monument 
was there and had certain visible features, but all the historical 
information it offers is extremely dubious and should not be 


accepted without corroboration from more reliable sources". 


© Patria 1.65 (Preger 146); H Patria 1.68-70 (Preger, 148-9). 

з On the Exokionton see Mango, Développement, 47. 

© Dagron, Машке 35, 122 ni f. 

v PERE 1, зл. Domitius Modestus 2, Berger, Parria, 222. Janin, CB, 209-10, 393. 

t PURE, ii. s.v. Philoxenus 5. Bardill, "Lausus', 69-75. Contrast Berger, Patria, 
616-18. 

* Theophanes, Chronicle, Ам $887. Janin, СВ, 346, 386-7. Mango, Développe- 
ment, 31. Berger, Patria, зго, 319-31, 442—4. ж PLRE, 1, вм. Vrbietws 1. 
т PLRE, iL зм. Fl. Probus 8. Berger, Patria, 745-6, Janin, CB, 416. 

чо PIRE, iii, sv, Eubulus. Patria 3.11071 (ed. Preger, ii 25475). Berger, Patria, 
379-53. Janin, СВ, 348. Other idenufications are more speculative: PLRE, 1. s.v. 
Addaeus (Berger, Patria, 528-8); РАКЕ, i. s.v, Protasius 1 (Berger, Patria, 403-4); 
PLRE,i.3.v. Maurus 2 (Berger, Patria, 222); PLRE, i. s.v. Rhodanus (Berger, Pairis, 
427-1); PLRE, i, зм. Flavius Sallustius 5; PLRE, ii. s.v. Sallvstivs 4, Sallvstivs 5 
(Berger, Patria, 222). 


" Mamboury, 'Chrisme', 460-1, " Mango, "Boukoleon", 41. 
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Perhaps the only clues as to when the drains may have been 
laid are to be found іп the references to the construction, 
destruction, and reconstruction of the stretch of the Mese with 
which we are concerned. The porticoes adjacent to the carceres 
of the Hippodrome were burned in 406, and are known to have 
been repaired using stone in order to reduce the risk of future 
Gres.” In 475, а blaze spread south-westwards from the 
Chalkoprateia, and burned the Mese between the Basilica and 
the Forum of Constantine.” A number of riots occurred during 
Anastasius’ reign, and on one occasion the Mese was engulfed 
between the Hexahippion (Diippion) and the Forum of 
Constantine.” On another occasion in 509, both porticoes were 
destroyed from the Forum of Constantine as far as a statue of 
Perdix near the church of St Julian; and in 513 the Mese was 
burned from the Chalke to the Forum of Constantine, for a 
distance of 94 intercolumniations.” The Nika riots under 
Justinian in 532 devastated the buildings and colonnades on 
both sides of the Mese: on Tuesday 13 January, the 
Praetorium on the south side of the Mese burned; and on 
Saturday 17, fire spread along the north side of the Mese from 
the Octagon in the east as far аз the Forum of Constantine." 


Sample 


All of the stamps are included in the sample, except for 202.18, 
which beats 2ridiction B’, and therefore falls outside the cluster 
of indictions técorded on the majority of stamps from the 
drains. 


Locations 
A little higher up Divan Yolu than Şeftali Sokağı: 957.12. 


Opposite Firuz Aga Camii: 211,14, 388.12, 1194.14, 1358.1a. 
Higher up Divan Yolu than Firuz Aga Сати: 631.12. 


Forum of Constantine: 42.14, 202.14, 666.14, 1377.1b, 1395-18 
(all Autumn 1930), 42.12, $02.12, 576.1C, 577.12, 641.12, утла, 
939.12, 1202.1, 1205.12, 1231.12, 1233.14 (all June 1931). 


Opposite the fountain of Atik Ali Paga Camu: 420.14, §77-1b, 
751.14, 939.12, 1232-12, 1234.14, 1397.10. 


Subway at junction of Yeniçeriler Caddesi and Gedikpaşa 
Caddesizg.2b. * 


я Chronicon Paschale, $69. СТВ 15.1.45. 

*& Cedrenus, i. 616. Zonaras, Epitome, 130-1. Bardill, "Lausus', 79, 83-4, 85. 

т Mango, Brazen House, 27-9. Chronicon Paschale, 608 (giving the year 498). 

" Marcellinus, Chronicle, $09. 

Victor Tonnenensis, Chronica, 195. Mango, Hraxem Моне, 79. Berch, 
Capital, 173-4- 

IS Procopius, Wars, 1.24.9 and Lydus, De Magistratibus, 3.70 (both conflacing 
the various fires). 

it Bardill, "Lausus', 8; Greatrex, Riot’, 84-6, It may be noted that the remains 
of the shops flanking the Mese near the hexagon of Antiochus appear, from the style 
of the masonry, to relate to the Justinianic period: Naumann, ‘Antiochus-Palast’, 
145-6, 136, hg. т. 


Indictions 
Tanrr9. Frequency of indictions on bricks from the Byzantine 
drains of the Mese 

Ld 


nee — MÀ 


Іпдісйоп Catalogue numbers 








А 
E 202,Ta í 

г 

N 

E 

c 

y 

H” {24 Lia, 1232.14, 1233.12, 1234-14 

c 641.12 

г 

IA" 25.2 (several), 211.14, 388.12, 631.12, 1194.Ta, 1202.12 


ІН” 42.їа (numerous), fo2.1a, 576.1c, 577.12, b (numerous), 
751.13, дзю. та (numerous), 1205.14 





Mamboury recorded 26 stamps from the vaults of the Mese's 
drains. Nineteen of these bore single-line inscriptions with 
indictions. Of these, as Mamboury ехрізіпей 2 four bore the 
eighth indiction (Н?), one the ninth (Ө?, five the eleventh (ТА У, 
and eight (not nine, as Mamboury stated) the twelfth (ЇВ). 
Mamboury’s choice of the dates 442/3-443/4, which corre- 
spond to the eleventh and twelfth indictions, relies on his inter- 
pretation of the untrustworthy account of the construction of 
the drains given in the Patria. 


5. REMAINS ON ISMETIYE CADDESİ 


The discovery of Byzantine remains on Ismetiye Caddesi 
during the laying of drains between 1925 and 1936 is briefly 
mentioned in one of Mamboury's summaries of archaeological 
discoveries in Istanbul.!? A sketch map in Mamboury's notes 
indicates that structural remains were found on either side of the 
street, between Fuat Pasa Caddesi and Orücüler Caddesi (which 
is linked to Uzun Cars: Caddesi and follows the alignment of 
the ancient Porticoes of Domninus) (Fig, ті A)! Most of the 
stamped bricks seem to have been found in the structures on the 
north side of the street, The remains on the south side were 
apparently discovered underneath a Turkish fountain that was 
destroyed оп 18 December 1923. 


| Mamboury, ‘Chrisme’, 460-1, 
"" Mamboury, Fouilles I", 25$. 
Wi Tanin, СВ, Боос, 144-% Mango, Developpement, 31. 
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Fie. її. Map showing the 
locations of the Byzantine 
remains near Ismetiye 
Caddesi and Мегсап 
Caddesi. 


UNIVERSITY 


Key: 

A Remains on Ismetiye 
Caddesi. 

В Remains on Mercan Caddesi- 


ш 
a 
a 
- 
а 
[m 
+ 
Ln 
ш. 


ӨНОСІН ЕН CADDESI 


Sample 


All of the stamps have been included in the sample, except for 
875.12, which does not fall within the indiction cluster. 


Locations 


Northern group: 125.32, 4a, 126.2a, 3b, да, уа, 127.14, 135.12, 
148.6a, 656.ra, 657.12, 897.4а, 898.та, 899.21, 992.12, 1112.13, 
1326.12, TÕI IIA. 


Southern group: 121.10, 124-14, 2b, 126.86, 148.12, 875.12. 


Indictions 

‘The stamps from both the north and south groups have been 
treated together, since they bear similar name abbreviations and 
indictions. Seven stamps bear indiction Г (125.12, 2b, за, да, 
148.1a, ба, 897.44), six carry IA" (126.2a, 3b, да, 7a, Ве, 898.14), 
five carry IB" (121.1c, 127.та, 899.2b, 952.12, 1112.14), and one 
carries IE" (87%.та). 


6. REMAINS NEAR МЕВСАМ CADDEST 


The discovery of Byzantine remains.on Mercan Caddesi during 
the laying of drains between 1925 and гәдб ік briefly mentioned 
in one of Mamboury's summaries df archaeological discoveries 
in Istanbul. A sketch map in Mamboury's notes indicates that 
remains were found in Mercan Caddesi (between Fuat Pasa 
Caddesi and Oriiciiler Caddesi), and also further south in both 
Mühürdar Emin Paga Soka#i and Şeker Ahmet Paga Sokağı (Fig. 
11 B). Mamboury recovered a number of stamped bricks from 
the area. 


© Mamboury, 'Fouilles Го 24%. 





Fire. 12. Plan of the substructures beneath a house in Mercan 


Caddesi. 


ы 
65 
= 
X 
С. 
= 
= 
ü 
z 
С 
E 
= 
5 
2 


Fic, 13. Plan of the vaulted structures found іп Mercan 
Caddesi in 1968. 
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5o PART II: CHRONOLOGY 


Byzantine remains had been recorded in the vicinity many 
years prior ta the discovery of the structures described by 
Mamboury, and more were found later, Whether they are to be 
identified with the buildings Mamboury describes is, unfortu- 
nately, uncertain. At the end of the nineteenth century, sub- 
structures were found beneath a Turkish house in Mercan 
Caddesi by Forchheimer and Strzygowska."* Their plan and 
brief description of the structures, which consisted of at least 
three barrel-vaulted rooms, is insufficently detailed to allow a 
date to be suggested (Fig. 12). Іп 1968, foundations were laid 
for an office block to the south-east of the junction of Mühürdar 
Emin Paga Sokağı and Mercan Caddesi (Fig. 11 B). A system of 
barrel-vaulted substructures of two distinct phases were found 
(Fig. 13, Pls. XVIII and XIX). The structures of the first phase, 
located to the west of the site, were dated by the excavators to 
the sixth century on the basis of brickstamp finds. Since the 
brickstamps were not published, this dating is unverifiable. 
The second phase consisted of two barrel vaults running 
narth-south and three running east-west. The building that 
these substructures had once supparted had completely 
vanished.'* 


Sample 
All of the stamps are included in the sample. 


Locations 

Most of the stamped bricks were found in Muhiirdar Emin Paga 
Sokağı (25.2a, 46.1a, 181.1a, go2.1b, 793.1a, 8с%.а, 877.1c, 
1243.13, 1453.12), only one being found іп Mercan Caddesi 
(1199.12) and in Seker Ahmet Paga Sokağı (1165.12). 


Indictions 

Ten of the stamps carry consecutive indictions: Г (1453.12), ТА" 
(26.24), IB" (46.та, 181.1a, $02.1b, 793.1a, $05.14, 877.1c), II" 
(1165.12), IA" (1199.1a). 


7. CISTERN ON SIRASELVİLER CADDESİ 


In the summer of 1939, a garage was constructed іп Beyoglu to 
the south of the German hospital, in the area bounded by 
Sıraselviler Caddesi, Soğancı Sokağı, Oba Sokağı, and Bakraç 
Sokağı.” The imposing ruin of a covered Byzantine cistern was 
discovered. It was recorded by Mamboury, who suggested that 
remains of associatéd buildings might exist further to the east, 
since deep fissures parallel to the cistern regularly opened up at 


1% Forchheimer and Strzygowski, Wasserbebalter, 108—9, no. 37. 

1% Forchheimer and Strzygowski, Wasserbebalter, 244 make по amempt to date 
the structures. 

м Баған, "Important Finds’, 155, fig. to. The excavated structures appear in а 
number of photographs іл the Deutsches Acchiologisches Instit, Abreilung 
Istanbul, negs. Riz43—-5, KB385 1-8. 

1 "Thus work and the discoveries made are deseribed by Mamboury, ‘Fouilles 
IIT", 430-1. 





Fra. t4. Plan of the cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi. 


intervals of 7 or 8 metres across Oba Sokağı. Mamboury 
recorded. that the interior measurements of the cistern were 
3$20m. x 31.10 m., and that it had originally contained 42 
pillars, of which the remains of six were visible. The structure 
was built entirely of bricks (generally 385 mm. square); five 
brick-courses and their mortar-beds measured 480 mm. The 
Deutsches Archaologisches Institut in Istanbul possesses 
Mamboury's notebook containing а sketch plan of the site, and 
also a later photograph (Fig. 14 and РІ. X X). All the stamped 
bricks that Mamboury recorded came from the walls of the 
cistern, which was partially demolished in 1940. Mamboury 
suggested that the cistern was built in the mid-fifth century, 
and proposed the dates 437-49 or 452-54 on the basis of the 
indictions,""' 


Sample 
All the brickstamps have been retained in the sample, except 
for 1217.1a, since its indiction cannot have fallen within the 
cluster. 


19 Мерасте numbers В. зу 32-5. W Mamboury, ‘Fouilles Ш", до, 


UNDATED SITES 


Indictions 
TABLE то. Frequency of indictions on bricks from the cistern 
on Siraselviler Caddesi 


Indiction Catalogue numbers 








А 

В” 

г 

A 14.12, 1258.1a 

E 

ERES 35-12, 84.1a, rb, 350,12, 481.1a, b, c, 700,14, 764.14, 
1321.12 

й 15.13, 130.13, 452.12, 453. Та, 509.1, 1215.1а, Б, с 

e 

r 

ТА” 

IB 

m 

IA" 

[E* 

A 


The indictions forma clear cluster between A’ and 77, 


8. TOKLUDEDE MESCİDİ 


The little Byzantine church that was transformed after 1453 into 
the mosque of Toklu Ibrahim Dede was located just within the 
Land Walls, between the Ayvansaray gate and the Blachernai 
gate. In June 1929, the building was largely demolished, 
leaving only part of the apse and the south wall. During the 
demolition, Mamboury recovered a large number of stamped 
bricks, most of which were taken to the Istanbul Archaeo- 
logical Museum. The construction techniques suggest that the 
church was built in the eleventh century, but the stamped bricks 
were evidently reused materials of the fifth and sixth centuries. 
Mamboury suggested,!* although without any corroborative 


№2 See Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 106—7; Krautheimer, Architectures, убт. 
М Mamboury, ‘Pouilles І", 265-6. 1 Mamboury, 'Chrisme', 461-2. 


BI 


evidence, that the ifth-century material had been recovered 
from the ruins of Justin I's nearby basilica of the Theotokos in 
Blachernai, which was destroyed by fire in 1570.5 


Sample 


The analysis of indictions reveals two clusters, which will be 
treated as two separate samples: IB-IE- (sample 1), and А-н 
(sample 2). Stamps 1109.1e, 1319.1a, and 1048.1a with indic- 
tions AA’, А" and В” respectively, belong to neither cluster and 
have been omitted from either sample. Because of the presence 
of two clusters of indictions, all stamps lacking indictions have 
been excluded from the samples. | 


Indictions 


ТАВІЕ 11. Frequency of indictions on bricks from Tokludede 
Mescidi 








3 re 

Indiction Catalogue numbers Totals 
А” 1319.1a (т), г109.1с (1) 2 
В" 1048.1a (16) 16 
E* 
A 856.12 (3), 814.1a (2), 661. 1b (4) 9 
E 739-1a (2), 828.1a (1), 538.1Ь (1) 4 
© $32.1a (1) 1 
с $21.12 (т) 1 
H* 8.1a (1) 3 
e 
r 
IA" 
IB’ 99.та (1), 195.1a (1) 2 
iT 1177.1a (1) I 
1А^ 1277.14 (8), 27.1Ь (6), 1174.14 (3), 867.1d (5), 

863.1b (5), 478.1¢ (7), 494-га (1), 1026.22 (2), 

1276.1b (6), $2.1a. (12) $5 
IE: 942.14 (2), 43. 1b (3) 





пз The church was reconstructed, and finally destroyed, spun by fire, in 1454. 
On the Blachernai shrine, see Mango, “Blachernae’ and Janin, ріне, 151-71. 


СНАРТЕК 8 


Analysis of brickstamps and bricks from the 
sites discussed in Chapters 6—7 


1. THE NAMES ON THE BRICKSTAMPS OF 
THE FIFTH AND SIXTH CENTURIES 


In an attempt to establish a reliable chronology of Constantino- 
politan brickstamps, our efforts have so far concentrated on 
assembling, from various sites, samples of bricks that are likely 
to be contemporary. In many cases the bricks in such samples 
would have been manufactured shortly before the building con- 
cerned began to be built. If a stamp in the sample from one sire is 
identical to a stamp in the sample from another, then the two 
samples, and hence probably the two buildings, may be said 
to be contemporary—assuming, of course, that each of the 
identical stamps does indeed belong to its respective sample, and 
is not in fact reused or from a repair. Unfortunately, however, 
the catalogue contains relatively few certain examples of 
identical stamps from more than one site. There are two main 
reasons for this: first, even when examining bricks at first hand, 
itis often not possible to be certain that two stamps were made 
by exactly the same die, particularly if the stamps were not 
preserved in their entirety or were poorly impressed. Second, 
the preserved records are often not accurate enough to deter- 
пипе whether two stamps are identical or just variants. Had 
Mamboury been able to make accurate drawings, rather than 
sketches, of the brickstamps he found, we would perhaps have 
been able to confirm the exact contemporaneity of the fifth- 
century material used at Balaban Aga Mescidi with that used at 
Tokludede Mescidi, and of the material in the remains near 
Мегсап Caddesi with that in the Byzantine drains of the Mese. 
Stamps at these sites, which, as far as can be judged from the 
preserved illustrations, may have been formed by identical dies 
(although equally possibly by variants), are as follows (see 
Table 15): IN-AIBA+A NAPE (52.1b, c= 52.14); INAIBAAO 
(86ула = $63.1b); ІМАІБАҮП (1276.18 =  1276.1b); 
INIB-BY bEGEO (здала = 5c2.1b); INEIBAIOA[ (577.1 = 
$77.1c). Only identical stamps, impressed by the very same die, 


! Mamboury recognized the importance of recording every vartant, but the ĉon- 
ditions under which he generally worked did not allow him to record them with 
sufficient accuracy: "Il n'échappera à aucun savant qu'avec les esrampilles des 
briques d'un monument dûment daté par l'Histoire, on puisse darer à son tour un 
monument, unc ruine, un mut, qui porrerait dans les fanes des briques aux 


can be said with certainty to be contemporary.' Variant dies, on 
the other hand, may have been in use over a considerable period. 
For instance, variants of the same type occur in the samples from 
both St Polyeuktos (c.$10—22) and Hagia Sophia (532-37), and 
were therefore manufactured about a decade apart? 

As a result of the paucity of certainly identical stamps, the 
similarities between samples must generally be assessed ассога- 
ing to the names that the stamps bear. The individuals whose 
names appear, in a more or less abbreviared form, on the stamps 
in any one sample are likely то have been involved in the brick- 
making industry simultaneously. Furthermore, bricks stamped 
with the same name, whatever their origin, were possibly made 
during the lifetime of the same individual. Consequently, if two 
samples contain stamps bearing the name of the same individual, 
both samples were possibly manufactured within the lifetime of 
that individual. That assumes that the crucial stamps are not 
contaminants in the samples concerned, and that they do indeed 
refer to the same individual, which is sometimes open to doubt, 
particularly where abbreviated names are concerned. The 
greater the number of cross-sample correspondences with 
regard to the names, the greater the likelihood that the bricks 
from both sttes do indeed refer го the same individuals, and 
hence that che samples are contemporary. 

Although a study of the names of officinatores on Roman 
brickstamps shows that a certain Statius Marcius Lucifer 
operated for at least 45 years, from before 79 to 123-27, this is 
clearly exceptional. More typical are: Lucius Lanius Festus, who 
produced bricks for at least 27 years, from before 176 to 
203-205; Marcus Ulpius Anicetianus, whose name appears on 
stamps for a minimum of 22 years, from at least 134 to 15% or 
later; and Caius Nunnidius Fortunatus, who operated for at 
least 20 years, from 123 to 142. For the purposes of this study, it 
has been assumed that the name of an individual is unlikely to 
have been stamped on bricks for a period exceeding 30 years. 
Pre-Justinianic Great Church 


etampilles absolument semblables, азотен égales devrairje рішібі dire 
(Mamboury, "Nouvelle lecture’, t 13-14, italics added). 

1. + Ko(v)esew(xlvo) (666.01, г, ғ; 665.42. b, z, bb. ff, iik + Ko(v)esav(xivau)s 
(667.1d, h, x, bb, iij; Костін) (831.12, c). 

! See Helen, Organization, 118-19. 





ANALYSIS OF BRICKSTAMPS AND BRICKS 


Thus two bricks bearing the same name are unlikely to have 
been made much more than 30 years apart. 

If samples from two different sites have several names in 
common, all the bricks in those samples are likely to have been 
manufactured within the same 30-year period. In many cases, it 
will also be true that the structures at the sites concerned were 
erected within that 40-year period. The temporal proximity of 
the two samples may be assessed according ra rhe number of 
names that they have in common: the greater the number of 
correspondences, the more closely dated the two samples. The 
reverse need not, of course, be true: the absence of corres- 
pondences may not be significantif the sample from one or both 
of the two sites 15 parncularly small. 

Let us imagine that site A is known to be earlier than site B, 
and that stamps in the samples from sites А and В have no names 
in common, whereas stamps in the sample from site C have 
names in common with both sites А and B. It would follow that 
the material from site C was manufactured fairly late in the 
careers of the individuals whose names also appeared at site A, 
but quite early in the careers of the individuals whose names also 


TaBLE 12. Names on the brickstamps from sites in Sections 1-3 


Included in the sample: 
ім(биктибумос) vv Bal) Ару) 86.10 
"Acx[ ыта 
Т Тірі 154.13 
mive Алі ) 286.1a 
[i]v(Gueruwoc) уі“ Hi) 456.1a 
+ iv(Gixtuavoc)s 16” Bal ) з Oef $48.1a 
ім(биктибмосє) 18" Mad js 899.3a 
] Ma[ 959.12 
|^ Mal gara 
ІРӘП) 1191.14 

Excluded from the sample: 
+ Кої )c HL[ (7) 1739.14 

Palace of Antiochus 

Included in the sample: у 
ім(біктіізуде) [y] Gv Bad ) Ау() 18.1a 
ім(блютиймос) e + (ш heart or leaf) K(ópie Bat ) Ауы) 28.1a 
iv(Gueruavoc) ev” Arul) уула 
iv(Guxtiiovoc) ev 'Аск®Алү(тїбї) 108.1а 
ім(бижтиймос) ev "AckAn(rion) 108.22 
іу(біктійуос) о Pal) Tw) 235.18 
ім(биктиймос) үз Bar ) Tw) 136.1a 
1у(біктійуес) e + (in leaf or heart) K(ópi)e Bat ) Грі) 0 237.12 
1 Bei ) Гро ) 249.12 
ім(біктибуос) a^ Bod ) Домі ) 268.та, b 


iv(Oueriwoc) et An) 172.12, 2а 
iv(Bucciwoc) ev” + (in leaf or heart) K(ópie Во) Ao() v. 327.12, b 


ім(біктайуос) [ү] & felj Ао()к 328.12, b 
імібіктибзуос) а” Bapt ) Aol ) x 332.1a,b 
імібіктіізуос) а" Bat ) Aol ) x 333.13 


ім(біжтибмоє) ev + (in leaf ar heart) КОбриє Ро ) Ло) 348, ra 


appeared at site B. The material from site C wi 
have to be dated later than the material from site Й 
than the material from site B. Furthermore, asaw 
samples from cach of the three sites were reasonahl 
the number of correspondences could be taken as 
of temporal proximity. If, for instance, rhe materia 
were to have significantly more names іп com 
sample from site B than with the sample from sito 
sample from site C might reasonably be assume! 
what closer in date to the sample from site В than i 
from site A. The fact that site A had no names in сі 
site B would suggest that these two samples were 
rather more than зо years. 

The names on all the brickstamps from the sites 
Chapters 6—7 are given in Table 12. When the co 
names іп the samples from various sites are tabula 
and 14), two groupings of samples, each with mutua 
sets of corresponding names, emerge. These two ру 
referred to as Group 1 and Group 2. 


імшілктізуес)18” Elmi ) 

ім(буктивмос) [y] & Bal ) "ЕАяЦ) 

lvo(ixtuovoc) e 'EXs ) 

їүб(їктї@үос) ev Eimi ) 

імб(метимоюс) e "БАла() 

{ү(бїктї@уас) ev” Bat) Ed) 

Ple} Е®то(уїюлу) 

ім(бактиймос) a Bat | Seu ) 

ім(блстиймос) e+ (in leaf or heart) K(ügi)e Bod ) Gen | 
ім(біктибуас) a Зо ) Geoct ) 

ім(бистимос) 8 е() Kod ) 

ім(біктифуос) £v + (in leaf or heart) K(ópue Во) Kod hi 
iv(ductuvec) a Bel ) Ка) к 

імібіктізуос) e fiel) Kot ) x 

ім(диктиїмос) 16" Bal ) Kat ) X 

+ Koiv)erav(ztvou)s 

itv(Sueriwoc) . [." Bat )] Kul) 

ЖК) 

іу(біктійуос) а" Bat ) Kot ) у 

ім(биктибмос) ev + (in leaf or heart) K(opie Bot ) Kui ) г 
ім(біктізмос) а” ад) Корі ) ті 

Bati] Коб ут 

іу(біктабуое) et Bot ) Ко} 


ім(біктидуос) ev Pal) Ко ) c 
ім(биктиймос) [...fur( Д Коб) є 
їм(бижтиймос) ev Bat) Ка) 
ім(бактайғас) [y] 9c Bot ) Eup Ew ) р 
iv(Suctiavoc) [y] бі” Корі Комі ) p 
їм(биктивмос) [y] бі Kopi Ku ) p 
імібікттзуос) ev Bol) Корі Kul) p 
iv(SuctiGvec) ev Bal) Корі ) x 
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TABLE 12 continued TABLE 12 continued 

+ iv(Guetuivoec) ev” Аво } ла Included іп the sample ]Be( YT рої ) 1243.1à {ү(бүктїйүпє) В” Bau ) Грек ) 244.12 

ім(біктібуос) ал” Воҳ ) Aoyot ) 864.12 iv(&ieridvoc) є" Bat ) "Аүо() тала Хртсто(о) ім(біктибмос) (7 voupept 1453.1 ім(биктиїмос) 0 Гра) 24б.ла 

ім(біктійуеег) ғі7 (in leaf or heart) K(ópi)e Ва Ao[u( )] 877.28 їм(бєтивмос) 8° Bal ) Bae ) 173.1a lv(&ucnubvac) v Гра() 246.23 

імібіктабуас) ev + (in leaf or heart) K(ópi)e Bot ) Ло) 877.22 їм(биктиймоюс) є" Bad ) Bac( ) 174.12 Balaban Aga Mescidi i}v(Gixtiivac) 8" Bat ) Е азама 

ім(биктиймос) бл" Маг ts joai iv(uivoc) 57 а) Васи } їўў.та Included in the sample: іум(біктиймосу q^ "НАЦ ) 454.12 

iv(Guctidvoc) Гу) 51° Моор ) 954.14 iv(ductifvoc) 5° Bat ) Oei ) 491.14 ім(біктизуоес) рі” Воҳ ) "Ауо() бита жімібіктіймес) Y "HA ) 455.12 

Меу(бдлус)в "ExxAineiac)s 968.1f іу(бактайуас) Br Во Ту) $94.1a ім(дистідмос) [ү] 8v Pat) Ayol) аула жіу(біктійуос) v^ HA ) 4$$.2a 

t MeyiáAnc)s "ExxAinciac)s 969.1] імібіктізмес) 3^ Во) Ae) тла ім(блстимос) бі Bad ) + `Ауёрё(@) path, с кімбіктіймес). "НАА )s 459ta 

іу(біктейуее) [y] би fal Мо) 973.14 [Цу(ёїктийуос) к” Bai) Celje [ 1206.1a іу(бактифуос) ev Papel) ‘Ауреа ұма іу(біктійуос) q fal) Heut) a 482.12, b 

(у(біктайуас) а” Bap!) Мәз) 97 $.ra, b Цу(бактавуос) у Bal) Фе) 1308.1a + 'Амёрёол Еу біктидуос) 63.1b ім(диктибмос) 8” om Heul) 483.12 

ім(бижтиймос) е (ina leaf or heart) Воб) Net ) 990.Ià Ііу(біктібуос) є" Bapt) t 1468.12 імібіктіймес) В "А.І 149.12 ім(биктибумос) 87 Ва) “Hews ) 484.1a 

iv(&umiawoc) [1] а" [c] Bor ) Nef) gotta uncertain 1624.04 Ка" Bot ) dwoye( ) уота їм(біиктибмос) ї/ Bor ) "Hew( ) 485.12 

іу(біктшімос) 18° Во ) Neel ) 994.та, b Excluded from the sample: + 'Exnpavtou 37e.1a + iv(duxtiavoc)s C Geol ) Gaó(vau) сола 

|% Міка() 1001.02 18 Tpopi(pow) 1246,1a “Еріме 376,1a їм(біжтибумос) i Ва( ) Ө) $55.12 
ім(біктибуос) et + (in leaf or heart) K(üpi)eBa() TI() — 1625.14 іу(Біктібуос) а” Ein ) дісла ПОм(біктобуас) B" Papi у"омі ) $78.1a 

іу(біктафуос) ev + (in leaf or heart) Корпе Bel ) Byzantine drains along the Mese iv(órenémoc) 6v Вох ) Ез) 418.12, b, d iv(Sixti@voc) B^ 4- Косі ) 654,00 

Поаті МПа; ) t 1029.1a,¢ Included in the sample: | Similar to previous 419.14 їм(биктиймос) B^ Bal ) Kw) усіла 
iv(Guctiaivec) e + (in leaf or heart} К(брі)є Bai ) iv(6ncnwoc) ov аі) Ауо() 2¢.2h їім(бистиймоєс) [y] &v Bal ) E[ 436.12 ТҒа() Къ ) тобла 
Taxi iei ) т 1029.22 ГОм(биктибмос) Ви" [ad ) 'AXv() 41.12 | ім(біктізуос) у Papii Tasi) $93.12 | Kul) 726.1a 

жіуібіктімесулү” Папи | 1039.12 ім(блютиймос) па Peel ) Ге) 211,18 їч(бїктїймос) 6t Ba( ) To(&vvov) $97.12 їм(биютимос) v Во ) Kup( )/ Kul ) p 750.12 

tv(Bikruvoc) a Bat ) Пет() 1061,12 Шүйбіктаймас) ux" Еш )s 388.12 iv(&vxzusvoc) ба“ е ) То(аууоо) $97.24 (у(біктиоғас) 1” Mal js 395.12 

імібиетифуас) a" Bat | Петі ) 1061.24 ] Bot ) Ез) 422.13 + Ko(v)crav(rivov) 666.1n ім(біктибмос) тү Mat js 895.22, за 

ty(Sueruvec) er” Bat ) Pow) 1185.1a імібіктібмос) В" Варе ) Seol) jonta + Ko(v)etav(tivov) 666.4n, єс імі(біктизуаос) 0" Mat js 896.1a 
іу(біктібуос) ac Році ) Рын) 1186.12 імі(біктайуас) B^ Bat ) "Поки! ) $76.1€ + Когм)стом(тімою) 666.146€ їм(биктибмог) 8^ (окт (фороз)) гооута 

tw(Guctidivoc) e Bat ) Col) В 1196.14 iv(ductidvoc) Ва" Boel ) Towi] буула, b | + Коїмустам(тімо)я ббу.та Петр. біо((кбмоч))є n 1115.13 

ім(биктийумос) бі? ТІ 1275.18 ім(биктифуос) ta” Keckceypoly) 631.12 + Ka(v)etav(zivau)c 669.1b ivü(ueridvoc) т Трої ) 1239.1a 

іу(біктийуос) e + (in leaf ar heart) К/бриуїє fal) Di) — 1287.12 ім(биктиймос) 87 Bat ) Ki pel) u 641.12 + Kopako zpe(cBuzépou)s 785.1b  iv(Gucrunvoc) Y Тро() 1240.12 

іу(біктізуее) [y] ёх" Во) (14 ) 1294.1a + Ko(v)czav(rivou) 666.19 | ім(біктійғас) бл" еч ) Aot ) 8бҙ.га )0"Ворі | 1477-14 

ijv(Suentiwoc) w" | 1535.12 ivi&ixzubvoc) 1B" Bal) Kopi ) / Kul) p 751.12 | іу(біктабуос) бі” Bal ) Лом ) 867.1b, c + iv(Guenümwoc) ВТ 1478.12 

ім(биктиймос) e" [ 164c.1a ім(бактивуос) Bi Bat ) Морі ) 939.13 Іу(біктійуас) тү Bat ) Aout ) 876.12, b + iv(Guctiaivoc)s [ 1649.12 

+ KaAaAea (2) 1728.1a + Мої С шою әфула + Лока Ouxxóv(ou)s 88o.1b + їмібистивмас)в [ 1640.13 

Ма 1734.14 ivibuenivoc) av” Bad ) Cel) 1194.12 ім(биктиймос) бі” Bat ) Мар() 941.14 Excluded from the sample: 

Fingermarks 1736.1, c, iv(Guctmvoc) av Bot ) Са ) x 1202.14 ім(биктибмос) ба” Ре) Meal} 1026.1 iv(Breruvoc)s 8 Гро ) 243.13 
1738.24, імібіктиймос) а Bot ) Ca( ) p 1205.14 Вієо)б ipw Петроо іуі(біктійуос) тү” 1113.12 {ү(бүктїбүөс) у" Ba( ) Езті | дата 
174c.1b, с іу(біктиуос) ту" ВІ ) Ток) 1231.14 iv(diuxtiavoc) Ey] Tw ) 8 1r74.1b ім(бактиймос) ё[“ 1$1б.1а 

Excluded from the sample iv(Suetivoc) ту BC) Tuiox( ) B 1232.12 ive(uctivoc) v Пай УА 1177.1b (м(биктиймос) би" ВГ т{бз.та 
iv(Gucti@voc) В” Вас ) 171.14 iv(Buerubvoc) 17 BL ) Tupao, ) B 1233.14 Іші Тро() 1241.та 

Іу(біктийуес) [e] С Bat ) Геб) 212.13 (iv(Bueniwoc) n" BC) Тыц)о[к( ). ] 1234.14 ім(біктаймас) ify)" Bapet ) Трої ) 1242.13 Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi 

iv(Guertwoc) бл" Bot ) Ал) 293.12 Monogram по, 24 1358.1a | їм(блктибмос) бі” Bat ) "Үлі) 1276.1a Ineluded in the sample: 

ім(бижтиймос) we" "EAm() ҙбола Monogram по. 29. + Палата + 1377.16 | іу(біктійуос) a AR) Вох] и 1289.та {убүїктїйүуөс]є С "Ари ) 13.74 

іу(біктиймос) 6^ Bou ) Gel) 491.23 Monogram no. 34 гувала Monogram no. 2 Коріакої (2) without border 1342.28 ім(биктиймос) 87 "Ария ) 14.1а 

iv(Oucruvoc) є" Bat ) Косі ) була Monogram по. ба 1395.1a Monogram no. 2 Коршажо) (?) with border 1342.3€ ім(биктиймос) z' / С 'Axaxi(ov) за 

іу(біктибуос) 6° Bap Корі /Ko() р 74$.1a Christogram, eight arms with dots between them 1397.1C (Trium) d(ommorum) n(ostrorum)[ 1448.та іу(біктиӛуос) cit "Арес() 84.12, b 

ім(баютиймосі В Mad )s 899.2a Excluded from the sample: | ] Bat EL] r629.1a ім(бистиймос) С” Aü&ev( rion) іҙола 

ім(біктібуос) 6” Ва ) Nect) 992.14 + Tasíou бубіктофуес 3 201.12 iv(Guctiavoc) s" | 1642.12 lv(Bueriwoc) sg Bat ) АТ 559.12 

iv(duxtiivoc) Ө“ Маком) 1003.12 tv(&ucnuvoc) Ey] S( 1644.12 їмі(биєтидмос) C" Воҳ ) Eku) 452.13 

ім(биютиїмоє) i Воҳ ) "ОХ 1014.13 Remains near Mercan Caddesi Excluded from the sample: + Їм(бистуймос) £^' HA) 453.12 

iviSucrilivoc) є" Papl) Mot ) "Ау() 1149.12 Included in the sample А leyt Во) Ant) $83.14 "Ерші ) or " Hpat ) 460.1a 

імібіктіӛуде) тү Bat ) По() Aet )/TIoAe( ) 1154.12 ім(биєтибумос) ev Bet ) ‘Ayal ) 14.313 ім(біютиймос) c Bat ) "Не ) 481.12, b, c 

їм(бистибмос) бі” Pol) 1181.14 ім(біктизғос) Br’ Ba ) "Ауа() 46.18 | Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hiimayin + Їм(біктиймас)в L Gent ) биікб(уолу) $29.1b 

ім(біктабғас) a од ) Pont) 1182.1a їм(бїктїйгөс) Bc Bac[()]/ Bat ) C[ 181.12 Included in the sample: Өсе | біажбімог) тота 

Cross r492.1b iw(buenidwoc) ВУ" Верес) Өе ) зол іу(біктійуес) Ө "АВГ тұла 1Өео() &ax[ó(vov]] {ла 

iv(Guctuavoc) vac Ba[( ) 1639.12 іу(біктізтос) B Ва ) "ое ()) 577-41с ім(біктіімес) 0“ "Aperi ) вела, Б, d iv(Bixrtüwoc] c /C Bud ) Kv( ) 700.13 

ім(біктибуос) C Ро 1641.13 імібактыйғас) Ви" Papel) КөріМ(ом) 733.1a iv(Bucriówoc) O° + Bat ) Baci ) 176.1a {ү(бїктїйуос) с "С" Bal ) Корі) v/ Кър) 764.12 

]e( ) мах" Kenp (?) 1658.12 tv(Ovecivoc) Ва" Pape) Kopi[ / Kupi )1 борша ім(біктіймос) 0" Вос} Boc} туба, b імібіктіймес) E" Bad ) Canal} 1213.12, b, 

iv(Gierunwoc) yu + рас) Про) 1165.13 ^ ім(диктиймос) v Росі ) Boreal ) 179.12 с 


St John of Stoudios ім(біктійуос) ör Воб ) Cod ) 6 1199.1à імібіктіймос) Ө Ва) Biner) 184.12 +1їу(бїктї@мос} 5 Трої ) + 1258.1a 
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ім(биктиуас) c "С" OL 
Excluded from the sample: 
п Cecu) Ji Caci ) 1 


Tokludede Mescidi 

Included in sample : (cluster IBE% 
іу(біктізуос) [y] 6 Bad ) Ауді ) 
ім(биктибмос) + бл” * Bot ) + “Avépe(a) 
ім(біистибмос) ev Papel) "Аубрға 
ім(биєтибумос) Bi Bat у Apol) 


eoj хйріс Воспоріас ім(біктаймос) 1B 


ім(бижтибумок) б Вас) Ез) 

імібіктийуос) 61 Во ) Gel) 

ім(биктиймос) 6v Ba ) Лої ) 

iv(Sixti@vec) бі” Во) Aow( ) 

iy (Bveriüvoc) ev Ва! ) Морі!) 

iv(Guetuivoc) 6v : Ba ) Пе ) 

ім(биктибмос) [715° П) 8 

їмб(лютиймос) ку" TTo( ) А 

їм(биктиймос) 81 о) Yri) 

ім(бистиймос) [y] & Во) "Үл() 
Included in sample 2 (cluster АН: 

+ 'ABepktou іубік(тизуос|5 ту" 

180 Ceo ) 

+ iv kziüvoc)s с Ювоборо + 

Ko(v)cvav(rivou)s іуібіктиймас)5 6” 

іу(біктійуас) є" Во) Kv( ) Eb() x 

+ Кшустаутіуо(0)5 іу(біктізуос) B. 5 

+ Кшу(стауттуот)5 іүб(іктійуос) к” 

іу(біктійуос) 8” ері ) Ағам() 
Excluded from the samples: 

Т Beet) Av) 

Шо) Гро ) 

+Anophöou 

"Ерноүк( ) іу(біктизуос) |.) 

JBepec) "НАЛ 

Orobópov + zb 

Bendapou билотбтою 

+ Комустам(тімам) 

+ Kotvjeray(tivon)s (Тум s /v s 

+ Ko(v)cexvt(ivou)s Пу(біктібуос)ө 

+ Корко? zp(ec)sB(uz£pou)s 

[+] Aovyivov..... 

+ Aovyivou..... 

[. .. +] Méty[v]ov Прес) (отероо)ѕ 

+ їмйїкт(їйүөс) B^ ПабАотз 

+ Tlétp(ov) в 

Петров іубііктифуас) a^ 

I Iézpov vauk(Afipowv)s 

ім(биктібмос) а” Bapt ) ФІ 

Monogram по. 15 

Monogram по. 33 


Eight-armed Christogram without dots between arms 
Eight-armed Christogram with splaying at the ends 


of the arms 
iv(Guerivoc) б[^....]х 
«мба... -Js around central Ж 


I32I.I4 


1217.14 


27.1b 
із.та 
$3-1Ь 
99-та 
193,14 
418.1c 
494-14 
863.1Ь 
867.14 
942.14 
то2б,за 
1174.13 
1177.14 
1276.1h 


1277.1 


8.13 

$21.14 
$32.12 
&ó1.1h 
уза 
Віда 
байла 
Sg6.1a 


19.12 
Z40.02 
задала 
378.31a 
45 ла 
$38.1b 
$46. 1b 
666.11 
67o,1a 
673.1b 
787b 
869.13 
872.13 
919.14 
1248.1a 
1294.13 
1109.1€ 
1128.1à 
тутата 
1350.1d 
1384.1a 
1398.12 


1400.1c 
1664.12 


іусо.а 
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Fingermarks 


Cistern of Aspar 
Included in the sample: 


ім(біктайуас) V Році ) ГГ 
ім(бахтибмос) ї/ Bo ) Toxt) 
JCa()* 

iv(&weruivoc) 17 Boi ) Carl 
іуібіктйуос) i рох ) Deal ) 
ім(буктибмос) v fal 


Remains оп Ismetiye Caddesi 
Included in the sample: 


 iv(Guenióvoc) 1B" Bo ) AS(Ey(vriou) 
+ ty(ductiavoc) t Воҳ) АЕ суто) 
ж-іу(біктидуос) 1° о() Аб аіутіот) 
кіу(біктійуес) v Pal ) АЛЕ утім) 
+ Їм(биктиймос) v Ba ) AnEa(veian) 
жімібіктийуос) wx" Dad ) АФ шіутісту) 
жімібіктіймде) ux" Bad ) АтуЁш{утїютї) 
+ ty(Guerviivoc) wc Pal) Абю(мтіом) 
-імібіктийуос)ля Bat ) АлЕо(утіолу) 
жіу(біктифуос) wx Bad ) AbEa(vtiow) 
T iv(bikzuvoc) «РУ Bod ) Алеут) 
] Angel 

ім(бактьбумос) v ро) AdEn(vtiow) 
ім(блктибумоє) v Bet ) Аобамттою) 
зм... Косі) 

+ Koel) + 

Әү(біктийуас) 17 Мец )s 

іу(біктибуес) u Mai )s 
іу(бахтизмас) |В” Мой )s 
-імдііктибуде) В" Mavrupi(ov) 
Beo yapuc Петром іу(біктійуос) «В 
Ape... 

Indecipherable 


Ф 


Excluded from the sample: 


ЛӛуГүүозімбііктібмос) u^ 


Remains оп Cemal Nadir Sokagi 
Included in the sample: 

Оеоуб уйріс "Ayopactod iv(ducri@vac) ІЙ! 
Bleü убріс Аматодіа» ім(біктізмас) В“ 


імбактибмос)є ца" є Алтріоо 


Өк(ғоухарГЦе "Атеб Моро Пу(бисаймое) B^ 


1745.1b 


266.14 
563.14, Б 
1208.1a 
1320,12 
1306.22 
1636.12 


121.16 
125.14 
125.1h 
125.34 
125.44 
126.24 
126.3b 
126.42 
126.73 
126,8с 
127.13 
135-13 
148.1a 
148.6a 
656.1a 
647.12 
897.52 
898.1a 
899.zh 
9$2.1à 
1112.]à 
1326.1a 
1611.12 


87j.1à 


зам 
47.та 
82.1a 
ула 


жіуібіктізудеуі  По() AG[(Ejalveiow)] / Aó[Enivciou)] 122.1b 


+ tv uetudvoc) . [ Bar ) ARE) 

+ Їм(блютімос) ла” Во) ADGa(vtiow) 
ім(біктивмос) v Bat ) AvEa(vtion) 
ім(біктифуас) wc Bad ) Abge(vtiow) 


Ово} zàpic Bacua[x]o9 te(Buciówvoc) ^ 
Eeo ya puc Bocroptac ім(бистибуасє 1^ 
гоу у б pic) Bocroptac Пу(бисайуас).. 7 
О(ео)б уор] Avopndouc едтк) ПОВ 
Brot yáptc Алордбомс 1у(біктидуос) ШУ” 


Євро) убріс Aim іу(біктіймас) iV 
O(zo)o убріс іу(біктізуегс) [B] yc Мою 


125.13 
126.14 
148.22 
149.1b,c 
192.1à 
I93.1C 
194.13 
310.1à 
JITA 
318.1a 


319.12 
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TABLE 12 continued 
алубітктифуос)в ifr Oeod ) $c8.1a OroSopo(u) $35.12 
O(zo)o pic Әғобофдов іу(біктізмос) Vi з18.та Beodapov $36.1a,c 
імб(іктийуос) . ^ "T[odir]vvou 602.10 Similar $37.13 
+ Koc( ) + 657.1c, d Веобірою + еб $38.та 
ім(ижтибмос) a Bal) Корі ) 1/ Корці) 76%ла іуібіктібуос) [EB] у орі ) Єкобі $4o.1a 
(во) б үйре [K Jopiax[o]à iv(&ueriáwoc) [..] уууча «Ұбактфуос) ма" упр (?) + Тау) gia 
Bleo yåpe Кақу)стаутЦу)оліу(біктізуес) 1^ 842.1a імібіктійуас) n" Bar ) Калкы) Кам) Ка) була 
О(єо)б yáp[w] Acov[ tio] ім(біктиймос) [..] 858.1a WH univoci Комстомтїмою + 658.1a 
O(eo)o хори Meeyvou tv(Sueti@voc) 1B" 958.1a + Koivjctav(tivow)s iv(Bucriüwpc)s б" 66c.1b 
leoù убре Maproplav іу(біктізуде) 18" 949.22 + Kolvieta[v(tivow)]s Пу(біктиуос)з) 6° 660.23 
Cro) уберіс Март Торі ом Iv[(Sucridwoc) .. ] гола [+ КЮоуста)мтім (ом) бб4.та 
[1]уёйиктийуос)в Поло 1049.1a Коім)стам(тімом) 665. та, за, 
{уб(актїфүос) at Пел], во 1057.12 за, ја 
iv(Suctudvoc) «ВУ Воҳ ) Teho ) обома + Ko(v)ezav(rivou) 666.1r, да, 
ғо) yapre Пётроо ім(биктиїмос) (87 1112,16 b, 13a 
GOízo)0 zape Петро» (біктаймас) МУ" 1112.23 + Ko(v)etavirivou)s 667. rhb 
Ceo) ype TTérpou ім(бактиймос) тү” 1113.1b tüvz(ivau)s ім(биктибмас)є 721b 
Eizo уарцє) Салоброг ім(бистиймос) 18“ 1215.13 + Ко(у)стаутіуоо)в jv(Gwntüvoc)s буҙла 
Ө(ео yapre Салоброо іу(біктизуос) ху" і2ібла uncertain spelling of Kovcravrivov 681,1a, за 
Eeo yapic Тр[оф] цоо імібіктійтос) [. . ] 1264.14 зубцютибмос)х y^ Bat) Ко(м)стамтімол) 687.1a 
Christogram six arms 1396.1C ІКо)ста| мої мол t[v]&(vriéwoc)s [^ + 594.13 
+ ivGuct(i@voc)s [L] x X 1440.14 Коріак(ої)я 77$.1a 
Uncertain reading 1712.12, + Камстам(тімог) or similar $20.1f 
1713.12 + Камстамтім(ор)є Ватт 
Excluded from the sample: Kunvcvovrivo(u) $31.12 
[i]v(Suctidivec) а pa ) "Avrilou $1.14 Кимстамтімо( м) 831.7a 
їм(биктиймос) 6[^ B]a( ) AvE(avtiou) 139.1 Similar 831.92 
Tlétpov імбіктіфудеуле” 1110.12 -іубіктиійуос)е у Kov(ecavrivou) ар( + #зг.1а 
ім(біктійуас) у бу іуоб.та + Көм(стеутімаш) мб пктиймос)з [ 833.12 
+ імбетиймос) B^ Коме(тамтімою) Bapt ) 834-12 
St Polyeuktos + ivé(ictuavoc) B^ Keve(toevtivew) Bapt) 834.22 
Included in the sample: iv&(vzubvoc)s Y^ Kuvcizavrivov) Bap ) 835.1a 
+ tije vége (Імбіктийуос ?) АуоВоуікам, 20,14 + Їмб(ктибмос)» y Bapt ) Keve(tavtivon)s 8ҙ7.1а 
WwS(ucti@vec) i Ayarra 21.13 іубактибмос)є ? Kuave(zevilvov) Вор ) or similar 838.1a 
+ "Ауалттор : 22.13  Kover[ao]v(civou) wó(uerunvac)s Y^ 84о,та 
+ 'Apctav(étou)s їмо. 88.1a їм(биютибмом) v Bed ) Ле y] Моб) 884.1a 
'ApJiexe(vérou)s йота іу(біктемос) ту Во) Magt ) 938.1a 
іуб(іктиймос)в б "А раст. . 90.10 іубік(тиуос)в бу Марком 946.12 
]B' c 'Amesei[ 91.12 s Moui) + буд (иктибос) мх + 976.12 
їмб(єстишуос) 87% "Арі 5% 123.12 їмібижтиймосу ВИ МІ 983.12 
(Те D] At) 119.13 + iv6(navoc)s є Nia | 1009.16 
ive[(oceuovoc) -] АЛЕ[-] 137.1a Blot ) Пах) 1644.14 
]Bapt)s АГ 162.12 | Пабло» | 10$§.1a 
їуб(иктїймос)в ВУ Вестдлкой 4 187.1à Петро 1070.1a 
+ Голо + + with border 203.1C Петріот) їу(бїктїймас) ІВ" теў.та 
iv(&uccuwoc) С Пері ) ГЕМасіоу) 216.12 + Петро) Еу(біктібуес) vy 1077.14 
Aunpiou 182.13 + Пётр(оо) &v(Oucctwvoc) ry” 1077.24 
+ tije увис (імбіктійуос ?) Aónvou 338.1a Similar 1577.32 
ке lv6(uerinvoc)s б" Aópvou &ax(óvou)s + Bat ) 340.12 + [létp(ou) ім(біктиймос) vy 1577.43 
ГЕПсуғос (іубіктіӛмос 2) Apaceplta)s зфала + ПЕр(озу) Емі(біктібмос) (.. 1 гоувла 
їм(биютивмом) B^ ро) Ae ) 347.12 + Tlétp(ow) év(&Guecunvoc) q^ 8 гсбола 
'"Ezxtpaviou бї s 368.1a + ПЕтр(оу) Еуібіктибуос) vy ^w 1681.1a 
T'Ezwoviou 369.1a + Tlétp(ow) Év(Gucctóvoc) vy v 1982.1a 
+ ivB(uenivoc)s t * " HAo6(dpov)s 469.14 + Tlézp(ov) év(duetidivoc) су x 1083.18 
+ ivo(uertüvoc)s 18° НАМоб(ауром)є 471.12 «Петро [ём(бїктї@уас} . 7] 1o084.1a 
Окшбобром + ыла + Eézp(ov) with indiction уб" 1085.0a 
жімуб(іктиймос)в [.] Өгоброъу [+] $34-1a + Tlétp(ov) Еу(біктібуос) 16^ 1087.1a 
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TABLE 12 continued TABLE 12 continued 
5 M —á i ————————— ———————————————À EE EEO —————M——————M— 
+ Tlézp(ov) іу(біктабмос) if) 1088.12, b, іу(бұктабмос) y Bat ) Net) 988.1a [Kocravsi]vov [i}v6(ueti@vocjc if" 696.13 Similar 666.14d 
с Lost monogram 1392.14 Коріак(об)з 779.12 Similar 666.162 
+ Пётр(о®) Еу(біктібуос) В" то8д.та Ө(ео)% xá[pic] 1496.13 + Kavezav(zivou)s S17.1f, k + Ко(у)стоу(тіуот)в 667.18, thu 
+ Песр(оо) еу(біктібмос) 4.17 rogo.ta + О(єо)б [х@р1с] 1427.13 + Keyetav(tivou)s 817.1h + Ко(у)стоу(тіуол) + 668.14 
* Пётр(ох) with indiction Biy hi none 1091.та + (уб (лктдуос)ѕ ло“ + n А 143744 + Коіу)стам(тімог) + $22.1Ь + Ко(у)стамт(імот)) + 674.16, d, v, 
+ Пётр(о) 1993.2а ТБактібуос)з а pl 1578.14 Каустамтімог) 831.1c x 
4 Tlétp(ov) 1095.14 Uncertain 1579.12, = Ао к@ біакбу(ор)з $8o.1d + Ko(v)ezavtivov or similar 675.52 
+ Пётр(о) x 1096.1a 1580.12, + Méyvov npecf(utépov)s g21.1a + Ко(у)стаутіуот) + 676.14 
+ Пікріов) й - году.та 1581.та, Meni iv8(uctudvoc)s 1a |^ — 931.13 + Ko(v)cvavcivov + 676.3¢ 
+ [TT]é[t]p(ov) v 1098.1a 1582.14, + Модӣ + 934-12 + Ko(v)ctavrivoy + ' 676.6Ь 
+ ПІберіою) o 1099.1a 1583.14, + Mey(aAnc)s 'ExxA(ncioc)s іубііктібуос)ө ма" 965.1b (Костод)утіуоз 692.1a 
+ Пётр(ош) v 1700.18 1584.12, Mey(aAne)s 'ExxA(neiacie 966.1а ім(блктібуос) у" Варі ) Kopral) 771.1b 
Similar noria 1589.12, Mey(GAnc)s '"ExxA(nctac)s 967.10, г + Keverav(tivov)s 817,10, j, 
пе 1xe8.1a 1586.12, Mey(dAnc)s Exxd(netac)s 967.1, К m,n 
іу(біктибуос) я Bec) Cot ) x 1201.12 1587.12 Mey(aAnc)s 'ExxA(nctac)s 967.22 + Kovctav(ttvov) 819.1h 
+ Тробоуот 1245.18 1682.18 + Меу(бдлсів 'ExxA(nciac)s 969.14 +Keveravtiviov)s | $21.1g 
Tp]ooip(ov) іубііктібуос) a^ + 1247.18 1701.14 + Mey(éáAnc)s 'ExxA(nctac)s 969.1b іу(біктідуос) y Mad js 895.3a 
Жіубііктабуос) 10 Tpopipov Ж 1249.12 тар” ‹ + Меєү(ФЭдс)з 'Exxdnciac)s 969.11 Меү(бӘлс)з "ExxA(ncíac)s 967.12, c, i, 
+1уб(актї@үуос) va^ Tp(o)gt(pov) 1250.12 Justinianic Great Church, Hagia Sophia + Mey(énc)s 'ExxA(nciac)s 969.1p ln 
[.] Tpoo[tu]ou + 12$9.1а Included in the sample: | МеуйЛлс Еккдлсіас 971.1b Similar 968.1b, h 
+ ivS(uxtt@voc) n "Троф но») 1262.12 Similar to + Гоќоъ + + without border 203-38 жтау “Oppit(Sov) а” monogram no. 12 1023.1¢ + Mey(&Anc)s "ExxA(nciac)s 969.10, g h, 
+ iv(Suxti@voc) D^ Tp[o]oluov 1263.14 T Георүіоо Р : зай +Tlétpov Мої... п 1124.1a 970.14 
Monogram no. 22. 1356.14 +r ewplyiov) +1уб(укта@уос)в 17+ 223.19 + Трофіцо» імбііктіфуос) wx 1252.1b ім(біжтибуас) В“ Bapt ) МІ... | 979.13 
Monogram no. 3t 1378.1¢ + Aójivov d [+] Tpootp[ov] {у$(їктї@үос)$ ку" 1253.12 іу(біктіфуос) у" Bot ) Мої 981.1a 
Monogram no. 36 1386.1a + Дӧруоо 3374 ТроГ 1267.1а Monogram no, 59 + Петро» ПУ Бактибуос)187о [..]  1114.1a 
Monogram по. 37 1386.22, b + Абууо% 337-32 + Трбошуос 1272.1e Петро» Teogt(Aov) = Geopi(Aov) 1134.1b 
Monogram no. 36 or 37 1387.12 + "EAAaO(o[v] а - 35ta Monogram no. 2. Корко? (2) with border 1342.30 + По Мохроїм До» імбГактйхос).. 7 1158ла 
Monogram по. 28 1391.1a T EI Я, [-] [у] [(икт1фъос) 442.та Monogram no. 2. Коруакої) (2) with border 1342.50 ім(біктибмос) В” Bol ) Фер() и 1279.14 
Мопоргат по. 6 1393.1а T Tapion $7413 Monogram no, $. Kupraxod (2) 1342.72 + Корі Войв(є)х Ondipov їуб(їктїфуос)в С° т28т.1Ь 
Christogram, 6 armed 1396.1a + loavvnc г 4 ^ - боҙ.та Monogram no. 19. Марко», Maxapiov, Maupixiov(?) іҙфоль + Корі B[o]68(e)t Фиї б по») | 1284.1a,b 
Christogram, 8 armed 1397-13, g ГТоаууо9 їуб(уктїфуос)з y (06.14 Monogram no. 48. Гео[р]у[оо) (?) 1365.1a + OUo[.]Ao..* 1298.1a 
Christogram, 8 armed, splaying ends дослі + Ко Мечау(ғіуо9)з| pr oma Christogram, six arms 1396.1d Monogram no. 2. Kupixxoo (?) with border 1342.3f 
Cross 1403.12 Ko(v)ctav(stvov) 665.6a xva[-] (2) імбіктафуос) о” 1677.13 Monogram no. t, 2 or з. Kupiaxod (2) 1342.9a 
імб(іктибмос)вү Bo ) 1417.18 + Ko(vjeræv(tivov) 666.11 Monogram по. 46. l'uetou 1363.14 
іубік(тибуос)в 07% 1427.18 Р Ко(у)стоу(сімов) 666.12 Excluded from the sample: Uncertain 1689.1a 
+ (му кус(Ї)омос x 1432.12 5 Ко(у)стом(тіУ00) qotar + 'Ареркіоо їуб(їки@үос) у" LIA 
Onorat ї$88.та, + Ko(v)ctav(tivou) 666.4bb [+] А Мерк(Цоо [1]v6(xvt&voc)s С° ула Baths of Zeuxippos 
1683.14, + Ко(у)стоу(тіуоз) 666.44 + 'Apepxiov ivó(ucrivoc)s 67 4.1a Included in the sample: 
1702.14, + Ко(у)стоу(тіуоз) 56641 + ‘ABepxion ivGtx(rtvoc)s n' 8.1b „+ Aepxtov 12.1d 
17c8.1a, + Ко(у)стам(тіуоз) 666.52 + 'ABepxiou[....., ] їт.та + “AdsEd(vidpou 41.13 
17c9.1a, Ў Ko(v)erav(zivov)s 667.14 В]0() А®&о[() 128.12 'Av6péov s B^ бата 
1710.18 + Ko(v)ctav(rivou)s 667.0h іу(біктібуос) y" Ва ) / Bat ) 166.1a + "Аубріюю + 66.1a 
Rooftiles 1731.12, s Ко(у)стам(тіуоу) 667.1% +Taeiolv + +] 20$.1a + "Арісї тє)метоЇ о iv6(uccubvoc)s [..] 96.1a 
1733-14, + Ko(v)evav(xivou)s 667.1ii + Ttov + + without border 203.2d, c, g, ім(біктіфуос) B^ Варі ) Аъёс(утёоо) 152.12 
: 1735.18 + Ko(vjetav(tivow) + 668.1Ь h.i іу(біктабуос) В“ од) TT 263.12 
Excluded from the sample: + Ко(у)стам(тімою) + ve + Гело[о] іуё(актлбуос)з f + 2об.та + A(muntot[o]u 280.12 
+ 'A[Bepxiov] ivitx[(t@voc)s . ] тола * Ко(у)стоут(1у0%) P 674.1b +Tewp(yiov) [...... 1+ 229.1a ім(біктибмос) e Bot ) Ao( ) уула 
"Аірлсте| 9%та + Ко(у)сеоу уо) + - 6741) tf An() 270.14 + Aóuvou 3373€ 
[iv(Suxtrdvoc) Jee” Bal) АРУЫ) 143.12 + Ko(vjerave(tvov) + 674-1p жімбіктибуос)в e" Өгобфролн- $3313 [^ Ep]uta [а(рес)]Вотёроо 372.1a 
ім(біктибмос) ог Воҳ ) А9 а(утіо9)) 144.12 Косон) + 674-56 iv(Suctrdvoc) у Во Тех) g61.1a Bal) Zo( ) є 444.1a 
(Y 1 5^ Be ) Ебссо) 407.12 + Ko(v)ctave(tvov) + 674.10 + Тежіууіс + кб бола ї(убукта@уос) |У "Нипі ) 475-1b 
{уб(їктїфүуос)з тү Вере() Tal) зом + Ko(v)evave(tvov) + 674.1W + "lo(áv]viwc * af бола + 'Herdopifov] кбултос (І.с. xdpntoc) 478.14 
'Io(&)v[vov] іуб(лютивімос)в ү s Ba[C)] 615.12 + Ko(v)esavitvou була "Ietvvov іуб(іктібуос)в тү” 608.1a Oeodarow Snrorétov 539га 
Еубіктизуос)з у" Bat ) Tacvvou 614.1a + Ко(у)стоутіуоз я 676.3h + "Io&vvov exp( )s 618.2a + Тлар (ох) іубілктабуос)в В“ $72.2a 
{у(бїктї@үос) у" Bal) Корі ) / Ko( ) p 743-12 Similar 676.5с + Ko(v)ctav(rivov) 666.11 "Iextvvov імб(іктібуос)в t. 627.12 
Ко| риакіоб) |з n[percfrorépov)s] 782.1a Similar 676.6d + Ко(у)стау(іуом) 666.4c, і, о, + Тосууоо кодоҡфубот» 615.14 
Кориак(об)є npr(cfiotépov)s 783.1a [KoverJavitivou)s еа п, W, у, аа + Чобумою expw ) 619.1c 
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TABLE 12 continued 
+ Кбуоуос + 649.1d + Co[-]vz[-] 1225.1a 
+ Ko(v)ctav(tivov) 666.1c Crega(vov) 1224.14 
+ Ko(v)ctav(tivov)s 667.12 + Crepévov 1225.1b 
+ Ko(v)ctav(tivov) + 668.14 Cocávvac iv[S(uctiovoc)]s n + 1229.14 
+ Ко(у)стамтіуот 675.1€ + Трофо(урс) іуб(іктибууос)5 n” 1269.13 
+ Ко(у)стомтімо» 675.44 + Фотіуоо 1313.14 
+ Ко(у)стоутіуоо 675.62 Хрістої к 1355.14 
Kp(t)tivvov + 698.1a Monogram по. з. Kupurxod(?) with border 1342.5f 
Коріакоб 772.1a Monogram no. 45. Гаєїою 1361.1f 
Коріакої 772.2а Monogram no. 27. ? iv(Stxn@voc) В“ 1382.1a 
+ Keo(v)ctavtiv(ov)s 825.12 +alvi(axtivoc)s w^ 1422.12 
Max(e)() 0 929.14 іубііктабуос)в w^ 1423 1а 
Maxed ) о/ Макебо( ) өҙіла бу + бік(тоо) 1434-13 

B 972.18 іубік(тібуос) v 1436.1a 

Міктоб(роо) 1094.12 (Trium) d(ominorum) n(ostrorum) in(dictione) 1 1446.12 
Nixwóp(ov)s [.]kxpov[..] тола 1 1544.12 
%Па%до(ш) + 10$1.1a Possibly Кор(л)є 1628.1a 
+ Tlétp(ov) 1093.14 Excluded from the sample 
Пётро(ъ) 8" 1194.14 + Avophdpov імб(ктибмос)в te o А ҙіҙла 
Петро» бію(кбуоо) Елуготулам(об) 1118.1d + Avop[08]ov ive. . .] 31$.1a 
+ Петро» Ефст(4Өлс 1123.14 


Table 13 shows the samples that constitute Group 1. The 
name-correspondences that determine the samples belonging to 
this Group are given in Section 1 of that table. The Group 
includes the samples from three sites that are certainly fifth- 
century: the Palace of Antiochus, St John of Stoudios, and the 
Cistern of Aspar. The sample from the pre-Justinianic church 
may, for the moment, only be ascribed to the second half of 

` the fourth century or to the early fifth century. Samples from 
undated sites in this Group are from the cistern on Siraselviler 
Caddesi, the cisterns in Gülhane, the remains near Mercan 
Caddesi, the Byzantine drains of the Mese, Balaban Aga 
Mescidi, and Tokludede Mescidi (sample 1 only). Given that 
three fifth-century samples have been assigned to this Group, it 
follows that most of the sampled material used in all these struc- 
tures is to be dated, in general terms, to the fifth century. 

Table 14 shows the samples that constitute Group 2. Again, 
the correpondences between names that determine the samples 
that belong to this Group appear in Section 1 of the rable. The 
Group includes names from three sites that are certainly sixth- 
century: St Polyeuktos (с.5 10722), Hagia Sophia (532-37), and 
the Baths of Zeuxippos (after 532). The undated samples from 
the remains оп Cemal Nadir Sokağı, the remains on İsmetiye 
Caddesi, and from Tokludede Mescidi (sample 2 only) also fall 
into this group. The majority of the bricks in all six samples is 
therefore to be ascribed, in general terms, to the sixth century. 

Since the names in Section 1 of Group t (Table 13) or Group 2 
(Table 14) occur on sampled stamps at more than one site, they 
are the names most reliably ascribed to either the fifth or the 


sixth century. However, only a small proportion of all the names 
on sampled bricks appears in Section т of either Group. 

The larger number of names in Section 2 of Groups 1 and 2 are 
less reliably dated to either the fifth or the sixth century, since, 
although they appear on stamps within samples, they do not 
occur at more than one site. Despite the attempts made to 
assemble samples of contemporary material for each of the sites 
in Group т and 2, it is possible, for reasons discussed earlier,* 
that a number of brickstamps included in a sample are not con- 
temporary with the majority. Since the material in Section 2 of 
Tables 13 and 14 carries names that are not known at other sites 
in the same Group, that Section may contain some sampled 
material that is not in fact contemporary with most of the 
material in the sample. 

Some material suspected of having been reused from an 
earlier period, or of relating to a later repair (whether included or 
excluded from the samples) is listed in Section 4 of Tables 13 and 
14. Such material has been isolated on the grounds that it does 
not fit certain stylistic criteria. These criteria have been estab- 
lished by an analysis of the best-dated material in the Group 
concerned—the material in Section 1—and are listed below. 


* See Part Il, Ch. 5, sect. 1b. 
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ANALYSIS OF BRICKSTAMPS AND BRICKS 


TABLE 13. Correspondences of names between то of the samples listed in Table 12. The го samples constitute Group 1 


Cistern in Suraselviler Caddesi 
Palace of Antiochus 
Byzantine drains of the Mese 


Name 





1. Sampled brickstamps with names that occur at more than one site 


"Ар(), "АВар() 2 

'Ayo( ) 1 1 I 
"Аубріа 2 
"Аресі ) 

Вас() or Baci) 

Гра() І 

Ем) І І 

Ез) I 1 
"Ha ), Ел) 3 

'How ) 

Os) I 
Өсо() 1 

Өєо( ) Awxxó(vov) 3 

Tox), ХО 2 
‘Toa ) 3 

Ко) І 4 

Корі )/ Ко() 6 т 

Кор) / Корі ) т 

Ao( ) I 
Aov() I 
Aov() 2 

Mat )s 1 

Мар() I 1 
Ha ) I 
ГЫ) 2 
"Ре() I 

Ca() 1 об 2 
Трої ) І 

"Үл() 2 
ФА) I 

Фо) I 


2. кыйык ну зада Sa а 


'Аү() 
"Акокі(о) 
"Акиї ) 

"Ам ) 
"Амаї ) 
а ) 
Аы 
1 Ас к[ 


[27 


i 





Мес() 
Niko ) 
N(uxn( ) 
по 
Пот(),По() 
Пам) 

TIex( ) 


s 5 
zl X 
- 3 
95 
8 2 
= „з 
5 5 
о ( 





ы 


мм ою чш мч 


н m мам 


B m w м 


Palace of Antiochus 





Byzantine drains of the Mese 


91 





92 PART II: CHRONOLOGY 


TABLE 13 continued 





Cistern in Siraselviler Caddesi 
| Remains near Mercan Caddesi | 
Byzantine drains of the Mese 


мА! pe 
Pa v стат 


Е 
Ь пл 


rem ЕГА аг 


| Tokludede Mescidi 


E 


aiam 
аб 


mains mi 


Cistern of Aspar 


n. 1. _ 
“ТЕ 


R 


| St John of Stoudios 


“- 


Т 
4 
B | 
I 
el | | 
Other 9 T 


3. Names оп brickstamps excluded from the sample 


"АЧО 
Bact) 
Tet) 
Граф) 
АЧ) 
"EArt ) 
Eùr) 
Нм) 
Өк) 
Кос() 
Корі) 
Лю) 

Mat )s 
Nec() 
Мікомі ) 
Of 

По() Ayi) 
Поће(), По() Ле() 
Ро) 

Роу ) 
Cac) 
cross 
Fingermarks 


none 








ңа ы ы ы н ны ин 





та 
Eis 
p 


t 125 d 


THA 
d 


wurch 
r Mercan Сас 


Ё 
a 


пе 


PalcéutAndodup | 


ж. 


e-Justinianic Great 


ч 
Pre 


ülha 


rns in С 


fane eta, 
| A Бет 


ам 
кєн лы Эйе 


“1л 


E 
E 
Ó 
E 
Е 
.B 
Е 
A. 
О 


Tokludede Mescidi 
Chien of Aspar 


5 


Мате 





| Byzantine drains of the Мезе 


| Remans nea 


4. Brickstamps not of Group т style 
Included in the sample 

"Avépéou 
Вослоріас 
‘Exnpaviou 
"Ериїа 
Koerav(rivou) 
Корко? прес 
Лорка бик 
Motfuos 

Петроо 

Петро» Atow 
Mey )5 "ExxA()s 
Хрїстою voujept 





Excluded from the sample 

Гоғіоо | Ё Е 

Трофі | 

The numbers in the table indicate the тоға! number of catalogue entries. The specific 
entry numbers may be established by consulting Table 12. 
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TABLE 14. Correspondences of names between six of the samples listed in Table 12. The six samples constitute Group 2 


i Ismetiye Caddesi 


ains оп 


ТТ 





Remains o 
Tokludede Mescidi 


Ri 


Name 


| 
| 





т. Sampled brickstamps with names that occur at more than one site 
"АВеркіо» - HD 
‘Aptctévetou 
AvE() ог Аза) 

Вастлкої, ВастОлкоф 
Taiou 
Anpntpiou, Awutpiow 
Aóuvou 
Qeodsapov, Оєобдро», Өквшбо®роло 
"Duxptou 
"Dudvvoo 
Кос) 

Ко(у)стаутіуол, Kovetavtiveu 
Коріакої 
Kovetavtivou, Kavetavtiveu 
RKevetavtivon, Koív)ctarivou 
Maprupiov 
Падло» 

Петро» 

Tpopipow 

Троачоуос 

Хрістої or Xpricrou 
ivéuctivoc without name 

Monogram | 8 
Christogram ШҮЙ i 





2. Sampled brickstamps with names that occur at only one 













LI 





nains on Ismetiy: 








= 


Substrucrures оп Canal Nadir Sok 





Justinianic St Sophia 






Name 


| Tokludede Mescidi 


| Re 





2. continued 
Apocepia 
"ӘАабію |" 
"Еліфоміою 

"Ерріа xpecButépov 
"Н^лоб() 
"НолборЦоо) Кбштос 
Oeo ) 

Өғодү 

Әғабобдоо 
Әкобфтоу Annzotátou 
Тал) 

Тойууоо 

Чаоймуте 

Тойууат Колокбиуво» 


Mou) 

Mie) 

Numpap(ov) 
Мікірб(роэ) Kipov (?) 
"Ори Ќё(оо) 

Пам) 

Па.) 

Tiero} 

Петро» Gvxkóvou Езтотулауаф 
Петро» Еості б)віс 
Салоброю 

Col 

Crepavou 
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TABLE 14 continued 








Ismetive Cadde 


Justinianic St Sophia 
Justinianic St Sophia 


Tokludede Mescidi 
Tokludede Mescidi 


YA" A E em m t 
Kem: 1115 ОГ 


Substructures оп Cemal Nadir Sok 





& 
E 
7 2 
i E 
87.4 
2 









Мате ES Name 
2. continued 3. continued 
Cocávvac Oeo уйріс 
Тродоуоо Christogram 2 
а Б 4. Brickstamps not of Group 2 style 
Xia I Included in the sample 
Indecipherable Ге) 
Rooftiles IT 
Cross Aoi) 
Uncertain 5 Ло ) 
Missing/No name 3 Kw() ЕФ() { 
3. Names on brickstamps excluded from the sample eel у 
и 
"Ареркіоо a Калку КОМ) Ка) 
Ave 1 ТІ Кърк) or Корі) 1 
Алхонїйбоъ, Лпоцёоо : Ae( ) or ЛО) 
Тойууоо 203 Леомі ) I 
Ко(у)стоутіуо 22 3 Марі) 
Коріакої прес 2 е Со() 
Петро» t i x Latin inscription 
2 
чота РА t ч { Excluded from the sample 
6 An() 
'Ауүйоо > Ебстац ) 
Арс ‘Tox! ) 
Голоо 7 Kup() ог Ко) 
Геор() 1 Mat )s 
"Ериоуєі ) іу(біктібуос) [.] 1 
Өғобфрою 1 1 
Осодброю білотбтою І 
"Tot ) 
K US - The numbers in the table indicate the total number of catalogue entries. The specific 
ТА ie, entry numbers may be established by consulting Table 12. 
Kupal) 1 
Kavcrovztvou 6 
Advyou 2. THE CHARACTERISTICS OF BRICKSTAMPS 
Aovyivou 2 IN THE FIFTH AND SIXTH CENTURIES 
Мбүуоз np(ec)sB(uxépov)s 1 
МеүбӘлс "Еккдлеіас з Using the brickstamps in Section т of Groups 1 and 2, which 
Пабло» ! are the most accurately dated brickstamps in those Groups, a 
Пёсроо усокдл\роъ ' —— reliableanalysis of the characteristics of the bricks and stamps of 
ке - келе, ) 5 both the fifth and the sixth centuries may be undertaken. Tables 
М А 15 and 16, which show the inscriptions on the bricks in Section 1 
oe А fG and ively, facilitate this stylistic analysis 
Фоо 1 of Groups 1 and 2, respectively, facilitate this stylis ysis. 
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ANALYSIS OF BRICKSTAMPS AND BRICKS 


TABLE 15. Inscriptions on stamps in Group 1, Section 1 (see Table 13) (c. first half of fifth century) 
‘ABU ), “ABip() 


тула 
14.12 
1$.1a 


`Ато( ) 
>8.1а 
25.2a 
25.2b 
26.14 
27.12 
27.1b 
24.13 

'AvBp£a 
зам 
$1.1C 
$2.1a 


$3.12 
§3.1b 


"Арес() 
84.1a 
84.1b 
85.1a 
85.1b 
85.1d 


ІНАХ2АИІ 
TAA AI 
INOAB[ 


ІМЄІФКЄВААГО 
INAIBAALO 

ditto 

INBIBAATO 
INNIBAATO 

ditto 

ОЛААЯЭИІ 


IN'AFBA«ANAPE 
ditto 

ditto 
DACIBAPCAZAPCA 
ditto 


INSAPEC 
ditto 
ІМВАРЄС 
ditto 
ditto 


Васі ), Bac ) 


174-18 
173.1a 
176.та 
178.1a 
178.1b 
181.1a 
179.12 
184.та 
177.1а 
Гро() 
249.1a 
245.12 
246.12 
246.22 
Ev) 
384.12 
388ла 
Ез) 
420.1a 
410.14 
418.1a 
418.1b 
418.1d 
419.1а 
418.1c 


"Нм, Ел) 


456.12 
4$2.1a 


45314 
4бола 


INEBABAC 


4 »» 8.4 


INOBABACI 
ditto 
INBIBAC[ 
INIBABACI 
INOBABCI 
INABABACI 


ІВАГРА 
ІМӨВАГРА 
ҮЧТІМІ 
VTIDAI 


ІИЄІВАЄҮ 
[I]NIA€ Ys 


ПВАЄУТ 

INACYT 
INAIBACYT 

ditto 

ditto 

Identical or similar to 418. 
INAIBACYT 


[I]NTTHAI 
ТИУВАЄЛІ 
+INZHAI 
ІМ 


фуда 
455.12 
455-28 
459-18 
'Hew) 
482,14 
482.1b 
483.14 
484.1a 
485.1a 
481.18 
481.1b 
481.1c 


Өк) 
494.18 
491.1а 

Өго() 
зозла 
joz.1b 
$о2.та 


IJNHHAI 
*INIHAI 
ТАН INI+ 
+IN . HAIS 


INHBAHCY 
ditto 
INOAAHCY 
INOBAHCY 
INIBAHCY 
ІМХВАНСҮ 
ditto 

ditto 


INAIBAO€ 
INABAO€ 


ІМЕЇФКЄВАӨЄО 
ІМІВ-ВУЬЕӨЕО 
ditto 


Өго() &wxxó(vov) 
jc9.ib +INSZOECOAIKO 


бола 


ӨЕ|ОЛІКО 


$11.1a Je€oAIK( 
559114 +INSZOCOAIKO 


Тод), 1 


$94.12 
$65.1a 
$63.1b 


Тоо4) 
57741 
$76.1c 
$77.1a 
$77.1b 

Км) 
7o0.1a 
721.1a 
70$.1a 
706.1a 
707.1а 
713.12 
714-12 
726.та 
711ла 
712.1a 
730.1a 
73o.1b 
7уо.1с 
730.1d 
730.1 
730.2a 
732.1a 
735. Ta 


) 


INBBAIX 
INIBAIAX 
ditto 


INBIBAIOA[ 
INBIBAIOA 
INBIBAIOA[ 
‘ditto 


INSBAKY 
INOBAKY 
ІМ [. ВАЈКҮ 
ІВАКҮ 


ПЧЄЇФКЄВАКҮЄ 
ІИЄЇВАКАС 
ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ІИЄІВҰКАС 
ІИГ...ВАЈКҮС 
ІМЄІВАКҮ[ 
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Кър()/Къ() 


7ѕола 
7531 
75431a 
755 1а 
758ла 
770.1а 
770.1b 
‚ўўї.1а, 


INIBAKYP 
INVIBAKYP 
INVIKYP 
ІМКІКУР 
ІИЄІВАКАР 
INEIBAKAb.L 
ditto 
INIBBAKYP 


Корці /Kup( ) 


764.1a 
$c5.1a 
Ло() 
863.та 
863.1b 


Aov() 
867.1b 
867.1c 
867.1d 


Aov() 
877.1a 
877.2a 
876.12 
876.1b 

Mat )s 
899.3a 
895.1a 
895.24 
895.34 
896.1a 
goc.1Cc 

Марі) 
939.1a 
941.12 
942.14 

Па() 
1026.1a 
1026.24 


По) 
1174.1b 
1177.1b 


1174.12 
1177.1a 


Ро) 


1191.1а 
1186.1a 


Са ) 
1196.та 
1199.1a 
1194.14 
1202.1a 
1205.1a 
1206.1a 
1298.1a 


ІМХВАКУРІ 
INBIBAPEKYPI| 


INAIBAAO 
ditto 


INAIBAAON 
ditto 


ditto 


ІМЄІФКЄВАЛОҮ 
ІМСІ?КЄВАЛУ 
INITBAAOY 

ditto 


IAIBMA« 
МНМА» 
ТИН AS 
Similar to 895.1, 2. 
ТИӨМА ее 
INAIMAY 


INBIBAMAP 
INAIBAMAP 
INCIBAMAP 


INAIBAIIA 


LI - 


INAFBAITA 


OYTIATIMI 


OYTIATIMI 
TAAILITYA 


1041 
INABAPO 


ПЧАВАГАВ 
INAIBACAS 
INAIBACA 
INAIBACATI 


ШИЄВАСАСІ 
САТ 
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TABLE 14 continued 


PART II: CHRONOLOGY 


iz4taa JAITPO 

1242.14. ІМІРВАРЕТРО 
Enl) 

1276.13. INAIBAYTI 

1276.1b ditto 

razzia ІМЛІБАҮП 


(iL) 
1294.12 
ШЕН 89.12 

Фі) 
13400.22 
13c8.1a 


INVIBAOIA 
INA®LA[ 


ІМІВАФТ 
INrBAO 


Inscriptions on stamps in Group 2, Section 1 (see Table 14) (с. late fifth and sixth cenruries) 


1226.14. INIBACA[ , 
Трої) 
1238.1a +INATPO+ 
1239.1a ІИУНТЯАО 
тадола OUTINI+ 
тадула |BATPO 
TABLE 16. 
'ABepxiou 
12.14 В +АВЄ 
PKIG 
ёла В +АВЄРКІЗ 
INAIKSH 
'"Apiczévezou 
88.1a А +APICTAINEINA| 
зла А АРИСТЄ? 
9с.та А INV2MkAdIOTOI.. 
діла А |BcAPICTE]| 
9б.га B +APIC[TE] 
иєто{ү] 
IN A2[..] 
Aviei} 
I2I.1C А «IAIBBAAYA 
125.12 A +INIBAAYSA 
124.2Һ А +INIBAAYZA 
125.34 А +INIBAAYZA 
115.44 А 4INIBAAYEA 
126,2a A +INIABAAYS A 
126.42 A +IMIABAAY3A 
126.74 А +INIABAAXZA 
126.3b А +INTABAAY3A 
63е || А +IMIABAAXZA 
їзў.їа А 4IMIBBAAYSA 
135.1à A JAXZA[ 
148.14 D I 
М 
I 
ABA 
Y 
2 
A 
148.6a її Y ~ 
N 
1 
ABA 
X 
5 
A 
122.16 А -ІИТВВААҮ)| 
123.1 A +INA,[..-]VE 
126.13 А +INTABAAN?Z A 


148.24 ЧОВ. 
М 
1 
АВА 
Y 
2 
А 
149.1b Z 1 
N 
1А 
ABA 
Y 
© 
А 
149.1с D ditto 
137.13 B INA[ 
AYZ| 
152.1a D I 
N 
B 
BAB 
Y 
] 
А 
ВестАлко%, Bachot 
187.1a B -AOSI 
ҮНОУЯ 
INA2IS 
192.14 (22 HER 
BAXCI 
ALA[EJOY 
INPIB 
ІС 
Tetov 
тоз.лс В +ГА+ 
ТОҮ+ 
зоұда В ср.2534.1,2 


Anuntpiow, Ayutpiov 

282.14 В AIMI 
TPIOY 
«АМН 
TPI[O]Y 


zBo.1a B 


Машубою 


ziera 


311.12 


Aóuvou 
3371€ 


337.1d 
337-38 
забита 


342.12 


337-3c 


B 


ех 
AIOXMH 
AOAYC 
[I] NT[I]B 
ПС) 
ӨҮ 


АТОХМН 
AOAVC 
INPIB 
ІС 


«АО 
MOY 
ditto 
AO 
yv 
+THCN 
ЄАСАО 
ММОУ 
ЧИА8Я 
молег 
ИОҮАІ 
дача 
ЗЛО 
nag 


Окобіроо, Geadapov, Оєодоброю 


$31.14 


ўза 


535-18 
зубила 
ізікіс 


$37.72 
$38.13 


B 


ta $$ 0 T) 


+TOY 
АОУ 
өєШ 
[.]JeVAT« 
ose 
WA 
Yos 
[+] 
CHO AOS arranged ina 
circle 
ОЧФАОЭӨ arranged ina 
circle around a central Y 
ditta 
Similar to $35, 936. 
440 
>Флэө 
SAO 


TABLE 16 continued 





$32.14 


$38. 1h 


"IDAerpioo 
674-1а 


$72.23 


"Тишим 
боб.ла 


ботла 


Косі ) 
бўб.та 
бұула 
б6ҙу.1с 
657.1d 


Комстамтімви, 
658.1a 


662.1b 
660,24 


664.18 
ббфла 
665.22 
665.32 
665.42 
666.1r 
666.42 


666.4b 
666.132 


667.1bb 


672.1b 


C 


+ 

INAISS 

OCOAO 
pa 


C чо 


B 


B 


B 


B 


A 
А 
А 
А 


auc 
BAO 


+1ЛА 
PIOY 
*[I]AAPI 
ІШМІЛ2ІВ 


[UAn 
BINARII 
OAMI 
SIMARI. 


ETT RO 
+ КОС = 
ditto 

ditto 


Ko(v)eravttvou 


B 


B 


B 


B 


B 


B 


B 


B 


B 


B 


B 


HNAS 
NOY 
TANTI 
+KONC 
+КОС 
TAN 
SAINS 
«КОС 
ТАМ] 
SA[INS] 
[+ KJONC 
[TA]NTIN 
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бузла 
881,12 


681.22 


687.1a 


663.12 
665.62 
666.1] 


666.12 
666.4 


666.4bb 
666.4 ff 
666.41 
666.53 


667.1d 


667.1h 
667.Іх 
667.111 
668.1b 


668.1¢ 
674.1b 


674.1) 
674.1p 
674.1t 
674.1u 
674.wW 
675.1a 


676.3h 
676.4c 


676.64 
ббї.тһ 


B 


Ut ou бе бе се бе = tu 


а 


В 
B 


-KOC 
TVN 
тенма 
Probably the same as 664.1; 
666.1, 4, б, 8; 667, 668, 
669, 679. 
Probably the same as 665, 
666, 667, 668. 
BA 
INAISTCTANTI 
RO 
-KO[N] 
CT[ANS] 
дол 
МАТ 
+KOC 
TAN 


TANS 

ditta 

ditto 

ditto 

«КОС 
ТАМ» 

ditto 
«КОСТ 
ANT+ 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ditto 

ато 
+КОСТА 
NTINOY 
+КОСТАМ 
TINOY+ 
Probably the same as type 1, 
2,3 Of 4. 
Probably as type 3 or 4. 
KOCTAN 
CAINE 


Kao(v)cravrivou or Коїм)стомтїмол 


694.1a 


690.12 


B 


B 


[KOJCTA[N] 
[TIJNOYI 
[N]A2B4 

[ ] 

[ JANS 


696.12 


Карк 
777a 


Тіна 


779.1a 
ууіла 
77і2а 
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8 [KOCTAN] 
[TI]NOY 
[ITNAcIB 


C B 
[K]YXPI 
AKA[O]Y 
ПРІ... 
ІС 
В КУРІ 
AKZ 
D SAAIVY[A 
A ЯХічу 
А saat 


Kevetavtiveu, Кобу стото 


Ваомії 


$21.0m 


$31.14 


831.74 


831.94 


832.12 


833.12 


834.14 


834.22 


835.14 


537.14 


838.12 


842.1a 


B Probably the same as 817, 
318 or 819 (5, C, or nothing 
terminates the inscription). 

B +KWNCT 
ANTINS 

C LIMO 
СТАИ 

кши 
с шо 
LUVT 
ЕШИС 
Probably the same as type 1 
ar 7. 
D " 
+ЧАНЕТ2ЛИТ+ 
м 
D ка 
Ж 
-КШИЫ 
ow 


D P 


миунаоада 
* 
D Ж 
НМИУЯБОЯАЯВ 
* 
D £y 
МИУ2ІБОЧАЯ 
* 


D РЧ 


+ПЧАгГӘОСРАЯ1 
D rz V AER е 
Probably the same as 832.1, 
§44.1—2, 83 5.1. 
i 


D 
pi 
+KOMECTLAIN 
- 
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TABLE 16 continued 


Віті 
817.1h 
817.1k 
822.1b 


ӛзіме 
Вз. 


Biata 


Bz8.ra 


Mapruptow 
осіла 


$49.23 


959.12 


[Teo 
1049.13 
тола 
тобі,та 

ПЕтрою 
1112.1à 


IIlEz.lc 
ТІ12;,за 


1113.1h 


B «КШМ 
CTANS 

B ditto 

B ditto 

B «KOC 
TAM 

C ло 
СТАИ 
кши 

B «КОСТ 
ANTINS 

B Іле 
TIN Ge 
CTAN 
VERON 

C «KO 
NEIN 
іє 


D — 
Ба 
SINAZTYPI 
< 
w 
с ev 
MAXPT 
YPAIOY 
INPIB 
IC 
С oY 
MAXP[T] 
ҮРАПОҮ) 
ПЧРІ..Ї 
ІС 


ТІҮОЛТАП| 
+I IAYAO- 


п» оре 


C ƏY 
ПЄТХР#& 
INAIB 
P 
ІС 
ditto * 
or 
TETXPS 
UINAIB 
P 
IC 
с вх 
пхе 
ТРАОҮ 
ІМРІГ 
ІС 


со 


[I][NA2TIAYAOY 


PART Ii: 
1070.12 А 
1675.12 B 
1077.1A B 
1072423 В 
1677.32 B 
1077.44 B 
то78.га B 
тобола В 
158 1.1a B 
1082.1a B 
1683,1a B 
1684.12 B 
їй ла В 
1бё7.їа В 
1688, 1a B 
1088&1b В 
1988.1c B 
тойола В 
тадола В 


CHRONOLOGY 
ETTI IO91.12 
П € 
* E r693.14 
T P 
п єє 
>к " 1093.14 
AX 
T PO 
xn Е тора 
ТОР ОФ 
Same as type 1 pr 2. 1096.12 
П ем 
4 АР 
Z 1097.14 
T РФ 
"n € г 
+ 1] 1098.14 
24 
T P wv 
пав 1099.0a 
T PG 
Пп €. о. 
+ E 1100.12 
г PY 
n Y ен 1101.13 
а = гІс4.та 
= 
T Pw 
"8 E ч penis 
Low 
T PX @ а 
n КІЛ 
4 11 
[z] 
T P [дй 
+ Пётрісо) with спод 1247.14 
уло" 1249.13 
Y TP 1240.12 
2 1259.12 
T ro 1262.1a 
п є 
E 5 
- 1263.08 
ӨТ P 
йо 
diuo 
$5 задані 
п ET. 1143.12 
2 
е 
T Pi 


j 
| 
| 
| 


B -flétp(oo) with indiction 


ip hy б /попе 
в nE 
та 
ТОР 
B эп 
T 
L b 
в пе 
T 
TT 
B ne 
se 
Т РЯ 
B пе 
+ 
T PA 
B l€ 
T 
[T] РИ 
B п [©] 
+ 
Т JO 
в ne 
+ 
4 EFE 
B Similar to тоўў—т1да, 
B II €T 
P O6 
8 nel 
c B 
ТРХІОФ| 
ІМАОҮ 
Р. .] 
ІС 


А TPJOOIMIAA A4 
A ЖМІФОЧТАТАМІЖ 
А «INAIATPOI 
B [.]ТРОФ 
[IMJOY+ 
С дим 
OTTH 
[5M]IO 
C HH 
ГО|ЧТя 
МІФ 
YO 
B +TPOO! 
MBINALA 
B [+]TPOOIM 
[SJINASIT 
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TABLE тб continued 
Трофомос к 1397.12 Christogram with eight 
1269.12 B «ТРҮФФ 1391.14 c M arms 
IN ASH INAH 1397.1g ditto 
127246 В +ТРҮФ 1393.1a C Ж ідол Christogram with eight 
(DNOC 1342.30 B "bh arms that splay at theends 
роб, Соба 1342.3¢ В dite 1396.10 Christogram with six arms 
3261a А XPHC 1342.72 B bh 1427-14 В +ENA 
133%та В XPIC 1359-1b B М IKSZ4 
TOYK 1365-19 В 14324a В +EAIT 
1356.1a в 14 ТЕРЕН! В ой | омо<к 
1378.1c си 1361.1f Bo 1434.12 D €N-*VIK 
1386.1a cw 1582.14 C m 1436.1a D MALAWI 
уся 
138б.та C i = " 3 
й P Kx. s ey ta shape codes: 
1386.2b С ditto тўдб.тс Christogram with six arms ri Sinjle- lias 
1387.1a (С variants of monogram nos. 1396.14 ditto B= Multiple-line 
36 and 37 = Circular 
D=Cmeiform 





a. Stylistic analysis of material in Group т, Section 1 
(see Table 15) 


The brickstamps in Group 1, Section 1 have the following 
characteristics: 

I. The brickstamp is rectangular and carries a single line of 
text, generally without any break between each element of the 
inscription. 

2. The inscription begins with the abbreviation for іубак- 
тиймос, In only a few cases is it preceded by a cross (453.12, 
455.12, 459.12, $09.1b, d, 1238.12, 1240.12). The abbreviation 
used is regularly IN; INA occurs on only four examples (13.12, 
1177.13, b, 1239.12). On only four examples is the abbreviation 
ІМ or INA follawed НУН the abbreviation sign S (13.12, 243.12, 
309, th, d). | 

3. The indiction date (one or two letters) follows. Two-letter 
indictians are often reversed (1.е. АТ” for LA’, еге.) Sixty-two 
examples in Group 1 show a reversed two-letter indiction, 
whereas only twelve examples have the iota in the ininal 
position (388.1a, $02.12, b, 751.12, 876.12, b, 899.32, 1174.1a, b, 
1177.12, b, 1242.1a). Even when the year was fourteen, it was 
usual to write the reversed form, AI: the regular abbreviation 
for ivéuctidvoc in this period was IN (see 2 above), so that INAI 
would have been understood as іу(біктійуос) бі, not as 
iv&(uerubvoc) v. This is clear, since the indictions on stamps 
418.1a, b, c, d, 419.1a, 494.12, 753-14, 754. 1a, 863.1a, b, 867.1b, 
с, d, goc. 1c, 941.1a, 1026.12, за, 1199.13, 1276.13, 1b, 1277.18, 
1294.1a are certainly to be read бі (not), because of the way in 
which the indictions cluster at each of the sites where they have 


* On the frequency of the inversion of two-letter indictions, see Mango and 
Ševčenko, ‘Inscriptions’, t4 (commentary to insetiptior no. 17). 


been found (wx 16" at the remains on Mercan Caddesi; ipte" for 
the fifth-century material at Tokludede Mescidi; 10ү” at 
Balaban Aga Mescidi; ту -a' at the Palace of Antiochus). The use 
of INIA would, of course, have avoided any ambiguity, but no 
ambiguity seems to have been perceived in this period. 

$2.12, b, e show a dot dividing IN from AL On 28.12, $23.14, 
712.14, 877.14, za, a cross within a heart or leaf and the abbrevi- 
ation KE follow the year, but these features are restricted to 
stamps made in a single year." $2.12, b, c, $02.12, b, 1026.2a have 
adot dividing the indiction number from the following abhrevi- 
ation ВА or BAPE. 176.1a has a cross following the indiction 
number. 

4. The abbreviation BA follows, although this is frequently 
omitted. BAPE also occurs on a small number of examples 
(43-1а, b, 422.та, b, 805.14, 1242.1a). 52.1a, b, с have a cross 
following the BA abbreviation. 

ў. One or, occasionally, rwo names follow, and are usually 
abbreviated to their first two, three, or four letters. 184.12, how- 
ever, gives the first, third, and fourth letters (В(о)сц Ух and the 
five- and six-letter ‘Avépé(a) and "Аубрға occur (52.12, b, 
с, §3-1a, b). Some name-abbreviations are followed by the 
S-shaped abbreviation sign: ЕХ )5, "НАХ Js, Ma )s, СОҚ )5, 

6. On only four stamps, all with the same name, does a title 
appear with the name (5c9.1b, d, є 16.12, 511.1a). The final letter 
of the abbreviated title is reduced in size and superscript. 

7. A single accessory letter follows the name on a number of 


* Mamboury’s brief discussion of this point is somewhat confused ("Nouvelle 
lecture’, 1212). He suggests that the inversion of two-letter indictions was to avoid 
ambiguity, In the case of the fourteenth indiction, however, such an inversion (817 
for v8") creates an ambiguity, 

* For its possible historical significance, see below pp. 108—9. 
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stamps (after the name-abbreviations Ко ), Корі ), Mu( ), and 
Соқ )). 

8. On only one stamp (1238.1a) does the inscription termi- 
nate (as it began) with a cross. 

9. The letters are carved simply, without serifs. 


b. Stylistic analysis of material in Group 2, Section 1 
(see Table 16) 


The brickstamps in Section 1 of Group 2 have the following 
characteristics: 


1. Several shapes of stamp occur: 

. rectangular with a single line of text; 

. rectangular with two, three or four lines of text; 
. circular; 

. cruciform. 


сош> 


It is clear from Table 16 that stamps bearing the same name 
could be of various shapes. Furthermore, stamps bearing the 
same name, but of different shapes, might be in use at the same 
time. Thus stamps bearing the name AdEa( ) and of both shape 
А апа shape D were used to stamp bricks made in the same year, 
as material from Ismetiye Caddesi and Cemal Nadir Sokağı 
demonstrates (compare 148.1a, 6a with 125.1a, 2b, 3a, 4a; 
compare 126.1a with 149.1b). Similarly, stamps at Tokludede 
Mescidi bearing the name Koyctaytivov and made іп consecu- 
tive years were of shapes B and C (814.14, 828.1a). 

2. Many of the stamps of shape A are similar in style to 
stamps in Group 1, having an indiction number, often the BA 
abbreviation, and then the name. However, such stamps in 
Group 2 tend to show some of the rarer Group 1 features: a cross 
preceding the inscription (121.1c, 122.1b, 125.12, 125.12, 2b, за, 
42, 126.1, 2a, 3b, 4a, 7a, 8e, 127.1a, 1250.1a); the abbreviation 
INA (9о.та, 1049.1a, 1250.1a); the S-shaped abbreviation sign 
(әо.1а, 1049.1a); and longer name-abbreviations (90.14, 
1949.12). 

3. On the remaining stamps, there is no generally accepted 
order for the three main elements (the indiction number, the BA 
abbreviation, and the name). 

4. A cross frequently appears at the beginning of the inscrip- 
Чоп, and sometimes at the end of it or in the middle. A six-armed 
star (Ж, a monogram of I and X) is used instead of a cross on 
1249.14. 

5. The name-abbreviations are generally longer than in 
Group 1. Many stamps show the complete name in the genitive 
case ('Apepxtov, 'Apictevétov, Вас1длко?, Tatov, Anpntpion, 
Моцтібо», Абиуоо, Өғоёорох, Tapion, "Тахйууот, Коустоу- 
tivov, Костаутіуоу, КорхакоФ, Koveravtivov, Mapruptov, 
Пабло», Петро», Tpopipov, Троцкоуос, Хрістоб). 

6. In the case of one example, the name is followed by the 
abbeviation ALAKS, for the title d:axdvov (340.14). 

7. An indiction date is often omitted from the brickstamps, 
but, where а date is given, the abbreviations used for їубіктіфуос 


or évéucti@voc are generally IN or INA. However, we also find 
EN (1076.13, 1277.12, 2a, за, 1078.1a, іс8с.іа, 1081.14, 
1082.12, 1083.1a, 1084.1a, 1085.12, 1087.1a, 1089.та, 1090.1a), 
ING (828.12), INAI ($32.12, 687.1a), НМА (658.1a), and HN 
(673.12). 

8. Abbreviations (for the name or for ivéuctidévoc) are 
frequently followed by the S-shaped abbreviation marker. The 
S-sign is also used as a divider between elements of the inscrip- 
tion (e.g. on 340.1 where two S signs divide an accessory letter 
from the rest of the inscription). The C-shaped abbreviation 
sign is used on 91.1a and 696.1a. A horizontal bar is placed 
above or below an abbreviation (e.g. IN, IN, OY) or the last 
letter of an abbreviated name (831.12, тс, 7a, where the Y of the 
genitive ending is omitted). - 

9. Formulae such as Є(єо)б yópw (192.1a, 310.14, 311.1a, 
777-14, 949.22, 950.12, 1112,14, IC, 1112.22, 1 113.1b, 1264.1a) 
and тїс vége (338.12) occur. 

то. Accessory letters also óccur (340.1a, 1080.1a, 1081.12, 
1082.1a, 1083.1a, 1096.12, 1297.12, 1998.13, 1099.12, 1120.14, 
1104.13, 1335.12, 1432.12, 1436. 1a). 

11. Numerous monograms (whose solutions are generally 
uncertain) occur. 

12. Several Christograms (with various numbers of arms) 
occur. 

13. A few stamps lack names but carry a form of the word 
іубіктіфуос, either with (1427.12) or without (1432.14, 1434.14, 
1436.12) an indiction number. 

14. The letters are often carved attractively, with prominent 
serifs. 

15. Ligatures are common. The ligature regularly occurs at 
the end of a name in the genitive case. 


с. Conclusions derived from a апа b above 


The Group г (fifth-century) brickstamps are clearly highly 
formulaic, whereas the Group 2 (sixth-century) material shows 
a great deal of variety in the shape of the stamp, the layout of the 
text, and the information included. The clear stylistic differences 
between the brickstamps in Section 1 of Groups r and 2 suggest 
that the division of the stamps into two groups, which was made 
on the basis of the name-abbreviations, was valid. It may 
reasonably be concluded that the name refers to an individual 
who was involved in the brickmaking industry for à specific 
period, and, consequently, that the name-abbreviation is likely 
to bea reliable guide to dating brickstamps. 

Perhaps the most striking difference between the two Groups 
is in the frequency of the occurrence of indiction dates. There is 
no stamp in any Group 1 sample (disregarding, of course, the 
stamps of Group 2 style listed in Section 4) that can be said with 
certainty to have carried no date. It is, therefore, highly likely 
that all stamps used in the period c.415—c.459 carried an indic- 
tion. A name, usually abbreviated, is also always present in this 
period. Stamps of Group 2 (sixth century) carry indiction dares 


- 
hi 
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much less frequently than those of Group 1 (and the tendency to 
omit dates possibly increased as the sixth century progressed). 
There are also а number of stamps in this Group that bear no 
name (1427.14, 1432.12, 1434-14, 1436.1a). 

It is unclear precisely when brickstamps began to diversify 
from the formulaic Group 1 style to the variety of the Group 2 
style. Our earliest dated Group 2 stamps come from St 
Polyeuktos and date to с.508, and our latest Group t stamps date 
to с.459. Consequently, we know almost nothing for certain 
about the nature of brickstamps in the second half of the fifth 
century. Only a few observations can as yet be made on the 
subject of the introduction of the Group 2 style. 

Amongst the Group 1 material, there are a number of stamps 
that display stylistic elements (crosses, S-shaped abbreviation 
signs, longer name abbreviations) that tend to be much more 
frequent in Group 2. These stamps seem, however, to occur in 
both the earlier and later material from Group 1, and we cannot, 
therefore, discern a gradual introduction of the stylistic 
elements that typify Group 2.” 

If the church of the Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia is the 
work of Verina, built berween 474 and 478,19 then material from 
this site will be of particular interest. But the small amount so 
far recovered from the church would appear to be of mid- 
fifth-century date. The three most important stamps are those 
found in the north wall of the church, which, according to 
Mamboury’s notes, was partially demolished in June 1916. The 
remains of this wall are located along the north side of Zeynep 
Sultan Sokağı. The three stamps read іу(біктибуос) et Ma )s 
(901.22); іу(біктабуос) В" Bal ) Мор( ) (936.1a); and + 
iv(SixtrGyoc) D^ Трої ) + (1237.1). This may suggest that if a 
larger sample were recovered, the indictions would cluster in 
the years between indictions ev and В". Interestingly, Kleiss 
recorded two fifth-century stamps with indiction et’ on bricks 
reused to block up a door in the octagonal structure on the 
church’s north flank: іу(біктібуос) er’ Bal ) [Г]ро[ (256.14), 
іу(біктібуос) єї" МІ (986. та), Stylistically, all the stamps аге 
typical of Group г, and all four names appear іп Group 1, 
Section 1. Мо( )s was apparently in use as early as с.415 in the 
Theodosian Great Church, which suggests that the stamp with 
that name is to be dated no later than c.445, and the same may be 
true of the others also. If the church was indeed built by Verina, 
this material would appear to be reused, and can tell us nothing 
about brickstamping in the later fifth century. Finds in the court 


! Sce below p. 117. 

* Stylistic elements that typify Group 2 (including a нате with a title (509.1b, d, 
$10.1à, $11.12) occur particularly on the stamps from the Siraselviler Cistern and 
the contemporary Cisterns in Gülhane. The pure brick construction of the former 
might be adduced іл favour of a date in the later fifth century, and the name- 
abbreviations AbEev( }(130.1a), Ceno( ) (1243.1, b, c), and Трої ) (1238.12, 1259.10, 
1240.12) could perhaps be connected with individuals ascribed to Group 2 (cp. 
Table 13 with Table 14). However, since the samples from these sites have a few 
names in common with the sample from the Theodosian Hagia Sophia (and a name 
in common with names from the Cistern of Actius), a date late in the fifth century 
seems to be precluded. For the dating of these samples, see р, гло. 

ю For the date, see p. їз. 


to the east of the apse, however, show stylistically distinct 
single-line stamps, having the abbreviation Bo ) at the begin- 
ning of the inscription (285.12, 397.1a, 425.12, 795.1a, 1031.1 a). 
There is, however, no guide to dating this material, which was 
not found zn sits. 

A brick from the excavations on Saray Burnu is said to have 
carried a cruciform stamp bearing a box monogram (186.та) and 
a second stamp typical of Group 1 style (168.1a). The shape of 
the former stamp, and the monogram on it are characteristic of 
material in Group 2, yet the latter stamp belongs firmly in 
Group т. We can only conclude that both are to be placed some- 
where in the third quarter of the fifth century. This constitutes 
the only indication we have as yet for a movement away from 
the single-line Group т style." 

Some evidence from the provinces may have a bearing on the 
problem of the emergence of the Group 2 style. The brickstamps 
found in the church at Amorium (possibly dedicated to St 
Konon)" are presumably to be associated with the Phase 1 
basilica, which has been ascribed to Zeno (474-91) on the basis 
of sculptural finds.” Mango has suggested that one circular 
stamp bearing the uncommon name + [ЕЈЛІАМ(ОЈҮ (i.e. 
Аїмамо?) may refer to Zeno's praetorian prefect of that name. 
The stamps are similar in style to $36.1, two variants of which 
are dated to с.507-22, and which are circular with the final Y of 
the OY diphthong in the centre of the stamp. It is possible that 
the Amorium stamps were influenced by contemporary 
Constantinopolitan models, and they may, therefore, indicate 
that stamps of the Group 2 style had begun to appear in the 
capital by 474-91. 

Not surprisingly, the stylistic analysis reveals that the dating 
system proposed by Dethier and followed by Sorlin-Dorigny!* 
is wrong in almost every respect. The stamps bearing the name 
Коустамтіуом, a name assigned to Group 2, Section т, must 
belong to the sixth century and therefore cannot refer to Con- 
stantine I or Constantius II. Single-line stamps with indictions, 
the abbreviation фо ), and an abbreviated name are generally 
fifth-century, rather than belonging to emperors from Phocas 
onwards, as Dethier held. Monogrammatic stamps seem to have 
become popular in the sixth century, yet Dethier assigned them 
to emperors from the time of Theodosius IL. The sixth century 
saw the introduction of a large variety of shapes of brickstamp, 
and the cruciform type was certainly not a creation of the 
Palaiologoi, particularly since there is no firm evidence that 
the practice of stamping continued after the end of the sixth 
century. Finally, each sample in Groups 1 and 2 consists of 
stamps that were used almost contemporaneously. The variety 
of names within each sample indicates clearly that the name ona 


" Far more detailed discussion, sec Part IL, Ch. ro, no. 6. 

и Harrison et al.,' Amorium IV’, 222. 

? Harrison, Christie et al., 'Amorium', 158. 

" Harrison, Christie et al, ‘Amorium’, 155. SEG 43 (1993), по. 933. For later 
finds see Lightfoot et al, ' Amorium', 345. 

% Dethier, 'Makrikóy', 162, 168; Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 83. Sce above 
pp. 3-xo, 45-6. 
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stamp, even if preceded bythe abbreviation Во( ), cannot refer to 
the reigning emperor, as Dethier was the first to suggest. 

The stylistic analysis also demonstrates that Schneider’s belief 
that stamps with a single line of rext belong to the fifth century 
is incorrect." Single-line stamps also occur in the sixth century, 
and the name and other stylistic features must be considered in 
order to distinguish the stamps of one century from those of the 
other. 

Peschlow's deductions from the small sample of material 
discovered in Hagia Eirene must also be reconsidered.” The 
three stamps found in eighth-century contexts (291.1a, 142c.1a, 
1553.12), all of which have inscriptions on a single line, cannot 
be used to support the claim that a type of stamp different 
from that used in the sixth century had evolved by the eighth 
century. It is only by chance that all five stamps that Peschlow 
recorded in sixth-century contexts have multiple lines of text 
(666.14b, 676.3k, se, 881.1a, 920.1b), since single-line inscrip- 
tions were used in both the fifth and sixth centuries. In fact, 
given that there is no other evidence that brickstamping con- 
tinued after the sixth century, and considering the extensive 
reuse of fifth- and sixth-century stamped bricks from the 
seventh century onwards, the likelihood is that the stamped 
material in the eighth-century contexts at Hagia Eirene is 
reused, despite Peschlow's statement that this did not appear to 
be the case. This cannot, however, be stated conclusively on the 
basis of the available evidence, and it is not entirely impossible 
that stamping was briefly revived following the earthquake of 


740. 


3. THE DIMENSIONS OF BRICKS IN 
THE FIFTH AND SIXTH CENTURIES 


Dimensions of bricks and thicknesses of mortar joints in the 
walls of buildings inevitably vary. It has long been thought that 


н Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempe!’, 169. The evidence adduced to support this assertion 
was decidedly thin, since the few brickstamps he referred to came from undated 
structures, or Were not necessarily contemporary with the structures in which they 
had been found. On the propylacum wall, see above р. $6. Schneider's theory 
was rejected by Brett (GP I, 29. Cp. Mango, "Brick Stamps’, 22), who observed that 
in the Great Palace stamps of various shapes and with different numbers of lines of 
text were found together in masonry of a single constructional period. Although 
various shapes of stamp were indeed used in the sixth century, Brett did not consid- 
er the possibility that the Great Palace material may not all have been of the same 
date, and that some of it might have been reused. By contrast, Corbett (GP II, 176) 
considered that a rectangular stamp with three lines of text (found on two bricks 
from the inner Sea Wall near the ‘House of Justinian’) "looks as though it belonged 
to a different period from the others’, which were fragmentary and stamped with 
just single lines of reat. Corbert was, in fact, correct: the multiple-line stamps belong, 
in fact, to the sixth century, and the fragmentary single-line stamps to the fifth 
century (see p. 147). In the Second Report on the Great Palace excavations, Talbot 
Rice wrongly dared the single-line stamps from the cistern below the Peristyle and 
from repairs to an arch of the early building below the Apsed Hall to the fifth 
century on the grounds that the shape was close to thar of Roman stamps (GP I, 
105), For a full discussion, see pp. (36-8, 143. 

V Peschlow, /renenkirche, 226. 

И See below p. 41-2, 


these differences might be used to datea structure by comparing 
its masonry with that of accurately dated buildings. Research 
undertaken by Mitchell Aran, and Liggett suggests that a 
rigorous statistical approach to the analysis of Byzantine 
masonry, although not a ‘mechanical "dating machine" ', can 
prove very useful when considered in conjunction with 
historical evidence.” Their study was based on structural data 
derived mainly from excavation reports; and, with respect to 
brick dimensions in Constantinople, brick length showed 
significant variations from the fifth to the fifteenth centuries. 
The mean of the maximum and minimum values for both brick 
length and brick thickness in a sample of dared sites gave the 
following parameters: thickness 43.1-46.9 mm., length 375.0- 
383.8 mm. (fifth century); thickness 41.6-46.2 mm., length 
356.07369.5 mm. (sixth century). Jt is notable that the para- 
meters for length in the rwo centuries do not overlap, and 
Mitchel, Aran, and Liggett concluded from this that ‘brick 
lengths should strongly discriminate among Constantinople 
cases’. This preliminary conclusion was demonstrated by their 
Analysis 6.” 

The excavation reports on which the study was based, how- 
ever, generally give only a maximum and minimum value for 
brick length and thickness at a particular site, or even only a 
mean value for length and thickness; and they often give no indi- 
cation of the number of bricks measured or the care with which 
the measurement was undertaken. The round figures given for 
brick dimensions in most publications suggest that no careful 
measurement was made.” This, in addition to the small number 
of securely dated sites of the fifth and sixth centuries in Con- 
stantinople, means that results derived from such data must be 
used cautiously.” It is notable that Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett 
consider the so-called Martyrion of SS Karpos and Papylos, the 
Myrelaion rotunda, the so-called Palace of Lausus, and the 
Sphendone of the Hippodrome to be firmly dated to the fifth- 


" Mitchell, Aran, and Ligger, ‘Construction’. Contrast Mango, Architecture, 10. 
Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett deal with far more masonry samples than Kahya ("Tugla 
Boyutlart’), and their statistical analysis is more successful. 

= "The figures are taken from Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett, ‘Construction’, 474, 
table 5. For the sixth centary, the figures for Class з are given, althovgh both Clases 
з and у contain sixth-century data. The decline in thickness and length from the fifth 
to fifteenth centuries is illustrated by Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett, ‘Construction’, 
475, fig. 4." Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett, ‘Construction’, 475, 481. 

З Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett ("Construction") chose to work with maximum, 
minimum, and mean values for brick length and thickness, but owing to the lack of 
published dara, the mean value was often taken as the mean of the maximum and the 
minimum values (rather than as the true mean for a sample of bricks) or all three 
values were taken to be the same; e.g. Mamboury and Wiegand (Kaiterpaláste, 4c) 
state that the bricks from the Sphendone of the Hippodrome were 380-400 mm. 
square and зо mm. thick. Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett therefore entered mean length 
as удо mm., and took maximum, minimum, and mean thickness to be so mm. (Case 
86, unpublished data tables). Káhya (Tuğla Boyutları") provides more accurate 
measurements but from far fewer monuments. 

1 Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett (‘Construction’, 485) conchide: ‘the analysis suf- 
fers from some inadequacies in the data, particular?r from a lack of sufficient num- 
bers of dated cases to adequately characterize certain of the chronological classes, 
and from the lack of a systematic, consistent sampling procedure in obtaining 
the brickwork measurements. A study that overcame these inadequacies would 
probably achieve a moreconsistentlevel of success, || 


TABLE 17. Brick dimensions for material in Group r, Section r (see Tables 13, 15) (mm.) 
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Catalogue Length: 


number 


14.1a 
28.1a 


25.2a 
26.1а 
17.1a 


27.1b 
14.123 


$2.1b 
$2.1с 
бала 
була 
зав 
бала 
84.1b 
85.1a 
85.1b 
8.14 
174.1a 
173.13 


176.1a 


178.14 


178.1b 
179.1a 
184.12 
177.12 
249.14 
245.10 
246.23 
384.та 


388.10 
410.1a 
419.12 


418.1c 
дузаа 
дудла 
4$$.1a 
455.22 
4$9.1a 


365 
399 
376 
380 
385 
575 
380 
365 
379 
364 
? 

380 
386 
375 
? 

380 
360 
392 
380 
379 
4со 
? 

32; 
359 
385 
399 
380 
4co 
396 
373 
380 
390 
380 
? 

39° 
380 
400 
384 
380 
? 

365 
375 
390 
390 
380 
? 


? 
? 
? 


Lengtha Thickness 


? 


38c 
357 
380 
365 
348 
370 
36$ 
370 
363 
> 
379 
379 
375 
? 
375 
? 

? 
350 
360 
380 
? 
323 
? 
378 
365 
370 
385 
370 
350 
? 
370 
(287) 
38c 
379 
395 
(310) 
380 


375 
375 


375 
з 


ж чу эы =" о 


45-52 
45-50 
3o 
40 
40 
45 
59 
49 


52 
jo 
go 
45 
40 
35 
30755 
42 


45 
4c 
ғо 
48 
45 


ғо 
4$ 
45 
45 
50 
40 
45 


45 


Catalogue Lengthi 


number 


482.14 
482.1b 
483.14 
484.14 
485.14 
481.1b 
494-18 
491.13 
$03.10 


$o9.1b 
бола 
sog rd 
f94-1a 


$76.1c 
577-1b 
7c2.1a 
7от.та 
горла 
7оула 
713-13 
тіла 
726ла 
711.1a 
712.1a 
739.1a 
730.tb 
732.1с 
730.1d 


73o.1€ 
730.24 
732.13 
733-12 
759.1a 
753.1a 


754.12 
75$-1a 
758ла 


379 
380 
400 
? 

379 
збо 
380 
2 


4co 
409 
(345) 
374 
374 
370 


400 
39° 
380 
390 
38; 


385 
390 


385 
390 
390 
370 


390 
360 


| 365 


(262) 
(222) 
(265) 


Length: Thickness 


370 
380 
37° 
? 
379 
530 
Н 
> 


(370) 
(370) 
(314) 
? 

? 

360 

? 

? 

379 
380 
379 
380 

? 

? 

360 

? 

399 
? 

365 
380 
385 
365 


385 
? 


з 
(209) 
(190) 
(240) 
364 


360 


385 


359 


(зсо) | 


? 


49 
39 
4o 
45 
го 
35 


Catalogue Length1 Lengtha Thickness 
number 





утома 379 370 бо 
770.1b 38а 370 şo 
751.12 38c 380 so 
764.1a 38c ? 4с 
863.14 380 370 45 
375 365 45 
863.1b * 380 365 45 
867.1b 385 380 до 
867.1c 390 339 jo 
867.1d 385 ? 50 
379 359 59 
877.1a 390 375 50 
877,24 400 380/350 55 
876.1a 375 370 45 
876.1b 380 350 55-6) 
899.34 390 380 45 
89$.1а ? ? 40. 
939.1a 38о 379 59 
941.1а 399 379 59 
380 360 45 
375 359 59 
942.1а 380 380 59 
1026.1a 375 збо 45 
1026.2a 380 375 45 
ng41b уо 365 49 
380 379 40 
1177.1b 380 370 40 
375 355 yo 
1174.12 39c 37e 50 
380 380 go 
I177.1à 379 355 49 
r186.1a 380 380 5° 
1196.12 379 360 го 
1199.12 370 370 ye 
1194.13 370 360 45 
1205.12 380 375 şo 
1239.14 350 379 45 
т240.та ? ? 40 
1241.12 ? ? за 
1242.1а ? ? 45 
1276.1a 400 390 40 | 
390/360 380 ? 
400 365 45 
тауула 370 ? 55 
1294.1a 380 370 jo 
1289.12 ? ? 45 
1306,22 375 362 ? 
1308.1a ? ? 46 
? ? 46 
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Тан 18. Brick dimensions for material in Group 2, Section r (see Tables га, 16) (mm.) 


Catalogue Length: Length: Thickness 


number 
12.1d 
8.та 
88.1a 
89.1a 
зола 


ІЗІМІС 


125.2 
124.32 
125.42 
126,24 
126.4a 
136.3 b 
126.80 
127.14 
ізфта 
148.12 
тазаб 
їіула 
126.та 
149.1b 
137.1à 
187.1a 
205.IC 
28z.1a 
yita 
437.1¢ 
337-34 
338.1a 
здола 
$31.12 
зама 
jja 
$36.1a 
£36.1c 
$18.1a 
84 
pokra 
бібла 
647.12 
6458.12 
6&c. rb 
664.12 
665.12 
665,22 
665.54 
666.42 
666.4b 
666.046 


ғыр қы сы тағ ғар 


m 


388 
379 
379 
379 
360 
380 
379 
380 
390 
379 


3%о 
299 
373 
з 


373 


359 
380 


565 
збо 
% 


565 
365 
380 


373 
359 
393 
380 


375 


UR 


ERA зар за Бұл сал аыл 


| чы зы чы “ә ъв зар 


365 


339 
380 


375 


365 


= 
jo 
3$ 
хо 
32-33 
35 
45 
45 
ба 
40 
до 
45 
4o 
45 
45 
© 
45 
45 
40 
jo 
45 
КЕ 
35 
35-40 
38-43 
32—34 
е 
45 
40 
35 
35745 
47—50 
за 
36-49 
36-40 
33-35 
да 
45 
45 
AS 
40 
41 
3$ 


42 
4o 
33 
4% 
33-39 
15-49 
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Catalogue 
number 


666.134 
667.1bh 
669.42 
672.1b 
673.10 
681.10 
687.12 
663.12 
666.11 
666.4% 
666.qff 
666.41 
666,54 
667.14 
&6®.те 
674.1] 
6741p 


674.1u 
була 
676.3h 
661.1b 
694.13 
692.12 
777-1a 
775.14 
779.13 
біз.” 
Sarım 
gynta 
831.7a 


Зала 
$33.14 
By4-1a 
855.12 
837.10 
84c.1a 
вулі 
817.0h 
817.1k 
E14.1a 
828.1a 
949.23 
оола 
1249.12 
1054.12 
1112z.Ià 


Length : 


85 


3 
? 
? 
? 
2 
? 
? 


? 

380 
363 
збо 
359 
38о 
379 


Length: Thickness 
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37% 


qo 
40-47 
45, 
38-до 
31-40 
45 
48 
40 
4% 
{© 
45 
ға 
jo 
qo 
45 
45 
45 
34—42 
47 
40 
jo 
4o 
43 
с 
4$ 
38 
ас 
3% 
зу 40 
39 
22-30 
3-3} 
16 
315-43 
33749 
4o 
34737 
35-40 
32-735 
$3 
40 
FS 
35 
40 
45 
45 
35 
38-41 
го 


Catalogue 
number 


1970,13 
1275.12 
1077.1a 
1077.24 
1077.42 
1c78.1a 
ісіс.та 
тобіла 
1582.1a 
1083.10 
108418 
1087,1а 
1088.12 
1688.1 b 
1289.1a 
Togoa 
1293.24 
1295.14 
1096.1a 
1097.14 
1698.12 


1299.14 
1109.14 
1108.та 
1264.14 
1247.13 
1249.12 
1240.12 
1259.12 
1262.12 
1263.1a 
12 42.1b 
1346.14 
1378.1€ 
1386.12 
1386.24 
1386.2b 
1391.12 
1393.14 
1342.30 
1342.36 
1396.1с 
1396.18 
1597.12 
ЕГУДІ 
1396.1d 
1427.1a 
1432.12 
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? 
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r 
? 
? 
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Ё 
? 
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2 
? 
? 


345 


37° 


Length: Thickness 


146) 


Pee йй ЗЫ ты зал тай дыр Р та) жүр тай за) За) бабы UU 


3 


зва 


төл 


AR ға CAR ызы 


35738 
ao 
40745 
35-59 
30-3) 
да 
32-3) 
за-40 
37-59 
уо 
45 
3$ 
19-33 
3; 40 
36 
30-45 
35-45 
40 
3-49 
35749 
49-45 
38-44 
4c 
3574 
45 
бо 
++ 
37-39 
25-49 
43 
40 
34 
75 
39 
4o 
37-39 
42-58 
35743 
32 
41 
jū 


34 
39-45 
7741 
45 
26-27 
ус-40 
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century." Strictly speaking, these samples should have been 
considered as undated, since the masonry from each is dated to 
the fifth century only on the grounds of the appearance of the 
masonry itself, The Land Walls, the Palace of Antiochus, St John 
of Staudios, and the Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia are the few 
independently dated structures of the fifth century, 

Even where the maximum, minimum, and mean values 
provided by archaeologists are based on the accurate measure- 
ment of large samples of material in the same wall, there is no 
guarantee that all the bricks measured were produced in the 
same period, and the study of Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett suffers 
from this problem in particular. The most systematic survey of 
brick dimensions appears to be that of Emerson and van Nice, 
who measured the bricks in the south-east buttress of the 
Justinianic Hagia Sophia, and concluded that they were remark- 
ably uniform in size: 350—386 mm. long (excluding a few, which 
may have been broken, having a minimum length of 320 mm., 
and also excluding two large bricks, one 400 mm. long and 
another 390 mm. long) and 45-60 mm. thick.” These ranges of 
lengths and thicknesses indicate only the range of the sizes of the 
bricks being used at one time, rather than the standard size being 
produced at one time. Indeed, the authors observed that in 
certain areas many of the bricks were chipped, showing that 
they had been reused.* The average or majority of bricks 
were 375 mm. square by 45 mm. thick,” and, curiously, these 
values are closer to those calculated below for the average fifth- 
century brick, than to those for the average sixth-century brick. 

Only by studying the dimensions of samples of bricks known 
to belong to a specific period can we hope to assess changes in 
brick sizes. The study of brickstamps makes it possible to estab- 
lish such samples, and, since Mamboury recorded the dimen- 
sions af most af the stamped bricks he saw, an analysis of brick 
dimensions in particular periods із possible. Such an approach 
has already been demonstrated in the case of bricks stamped 
with monograms of the emperor Maurice." Since the bricks in 
Group 1, Section т and Group 2, Section 1 have been ascribed 
with a high degree of probability to the fifth and sixth centuries 
respectively,” an analysis of the dimensions of these bricks will 
indicate any difference between the standard brick size of each 
century far more accurately than studies based on previously 
published data. The dimensions of the bricks in Groups 1 and 2 
are given in Tables 17 and 18, and the results are presented in 
Table то. 


E Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett, unpublished data tables, cases 64, 65, 67, 86. 

E Emerson and van Mice, ‘Preliminary Report’, 416, 418, 42a. 

* Emerson and van Mice, "Preliminary Report’, 418, 

7 Emerson and van Nice, ‘Preliminary Report", 420. 

a See above, p. 48. P See above p. 90, 

* Only bricks for which both length т and length 2 are known were used for the 
length calculations, and vaulting bricks (irregular in shape) were omitted (hence 
number in sample 184 (fifth century), 84 (sixth century) ). All thicknesses were 
considered, and where the brick was wider at the edges than at the centre, the wider 
measurement was taken (hence number in sample=142 (fifth century), r47 (sixth 
century) j 


Taste 19. Brick dimensions in the fifth and sixth centuries, 
based on the material in Group 1, Section 1 and Group 2, 
Section 1 (see Tables 13, 14, 17, and 18) (mm) 


x х-б to Хо, 
pthc, «КС, pthc, — &hC. 
Length 374 369 361-387 | 551-387 
Thickness 46 42 41-42 36—48 
х= mean 


т. = standard deviation 


Both the mean length and thickness are less in the sixth 
century than in the fifth. The difference between the mean 
lengths is just $ mm. and between the mean thicknesses only 
4 mm. In addition, there is great variety amongst the brick sizes 
in both centuries: amongst the Group 1 material (fifth century), 
lengths vary between 323 and доо mm, and thicknesses between 
3o and 65 mm.; amongst the Group 2 material (sixth century), 
brick lengths vary berween 340 and soo mm. and thicknesses 
between 3o and 6o mm. The standard deviations from the mean 
values are therefore largefor both length (13 mm. (fifth century) 
and r8 mm, (sixth century)) and thickness (6 mm. (fifth 
century) and 6 mm. (sixth century) ). In contrast to the figures 
presented by Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett, therefore, there is 
considerable overlap between the ranges of brick lengths in the 
fifth and sixth centuries, whether considering absolute values or 
the х-о, and кн, values. Consequently, in many cases it would 
be impossible to assign a single brick to either the fifth or the 
sixth century on the basis of its dimensions alone. It may, how- 
ever, be observed that a brick whose thickness exceeds 48 mm. із 
much more likely to belong to the fifth century than to the sixth. 
Similarly, a brick whose sides measure less than 361 mm., and 
whose thickness is below 41 mm., is much more likely to have 
been made in the sixth century than in the fifth. The statistics 
presented in Table 19 may, therefore, serve as a guide to 
differentiating berween fifth- and sixth-century structures, if a 
large sample of brick dimensions has been taken, and if reused 
material and material relating to repairs is either absent or easily 
identifiable. 

Although there may well have been two or more standard 
sizes of brick in use in а particular period,” itis nevertheless 
worth listing the more distinctive brick sizes identified in the 
Early Byzantine period in Constantinople: 

г. A group of fingermarked bricks measuring 310 х 500 x 
55-60 mm. from the piers of the Hippodrome appears to date to 
the Constantinian period (324—37)." 


її Note the difference between the sizes of bricks used in the facing and cure of a 
fifth-century section of the Land Walls (Ahunbay and Ahunbay, ‘Land Walls’, 
229-36), the different sizes used in the walls and channel coping of the baths аг 
Kalenderhane (р. т ро), and the rwo distinct sizes used in different parts of rhe church 
of St Polyeuktos (Harrison, Saraghane Т, 412). 9. Sec Part И, Ch. 19, no. 2. 
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2. Three distinctive sizes of later fourth- or early fifth- 
century bricks have been noted: (a) 370 x 350 x бо mm. with 
horseshoe-shaped fingermarks and, occasionally, a stamped 
crossi? (b) 340-50 x 320-40 x 40-50 mm. with a single-line 
stamp lacking the abbreviation Bat );" (c) 269-312 mm. square x 
32-50 mm. thick, with stamps giving only the indiction number 
and the abbreviated name." 

3. The material in Group т, which dates from с.415 to c459, 
shows a substantial increase in the average brick length when 
compared with 1 and 2 above (mean: 374 mm. square x 46 mm. 


thick). 


3 See Part I, Ch. ro, no. 2. 
9 See Part IT, Ch. го, по, 4. 
9 See l'art IL Ch. 15, no. 4. 


4. Group 2, for the period fram c. $a ta c.540, shows a slight 
but significant decrease in both length and thickness when cam- 
pared with 1 above (mean: 369 mm. x 42 пит. thick). 

5. In the reign of Justin П (565-78) or somewhat later, brick 
dimensions appear to have fallen to about 455 x 335 x 41 mm. 
This is suggested by the bricks from the apse of the North 
Church ar Kalenderhane Camii.” 

6. Certainly by the reign of Maurice (582-602), brick sizes 
were significantly smaller than those of the early sixth century, 
having side-lengths of just 314-350 mm. (mean: 554 mm.)." 


9 See Part IT, Ch. 11, sect. rt. 

V See Parc I], ch. те, no. 11, The cominued use of bricks of about thus size is well 
illustrated in the Fildamu cistern (ser p. 39). The decline in brick lengths in 
Constantinople until the Afteenth century is traced by Mitchell, Aran, and Тіркеп, 
‘Construction’, and Бу Кабуз, "Та а Boyutlar’. 


CHAPTER 9 





Dating the sites discussed in Chapters 6-7 
on the basis of the brickstamps 


I. DATING THE SAMPLES IN GROUP I 


The dating of the pre-Justinianic Great Church, the Palace of 
Antiochus, St John of Stoudios, and the Cistern of Aspar will 
now be reconsidered in the light of the evidence from the brick- 
stamps. The remaining samples in Group 1 will then be dated in 
relation to the better dated ones. 


а. The pre-Justinianic Great Church 


Three stamps in the sample from the pre-Justinianic Great 
Church (456.1a, 899.3a, 1191.1a) have been assigned to Group 
t, Section 1 (see Table 13). They almost certainly belong, there- 
fore, to the fifth century. Furthermore, all the stamps in the 
sample (see Table 12) comply with the characteristics of fifth- 
century brickstamps as established in Chapter 8. The consecu- 
uve indictions that appear on four of the stamped bricks 
recovered are IB’ (254-14, 899.3a) and IT" (86.12, 456.1). These 
numerals could indicate the years 413/14—414/15, which would 
agree satisfactorily with the dates already established on the 
basts of literary sources for the construction of the second Great 
Church under Theodosius II (i.e. inception after ; October 411, 
and inauguration on то October 415). It would seem, therefore, 
that the wall from which these bricks came is contemporary 
with the propylaeum in front of it, and with the associated archi- 
tectural sculpture, In fact, the significance of the indictions was 
noted as long ago as 1936 by Mamboury, but thereafter 
ignored.’ 

Ward-Perkins and Krautheimer believed that the wall related 
го the rst Great Church of Constantius. In that case, the stamps 
with indictions would refer to the years 35 3/4 and 354/5,shortly 
before Constantius dedicated his church in збо. Thar, however, 
is unacceptable: some of the names correspond with those on 
stamps from the Palace of Antiochus, which was built no 
earlier than с.415, and itis extremely unlikely that the same indi- 
viduals were involved in the brickmaking industry some бо 
years before that date. 

The stamps with indiction IB" (244.12, 899.ҙа) have been 


| Mamboury, Fouilles І", 279 and Mamboury, 'Mouvelle lecture’, 119-29. 


dated to 413/14, and those with indiction II" (86.12, 456.та) ti 
414/5. The fragmentary indictions on 548.та (LA^) and 98c.1: 
(ПВ) suggest the dares 415 and 413/14, respectively. Thi 
material that does not carry any indiction date (111.1a, 386.1a 
999.14, 1191.12) may be assigned to the general period с413-15 


b. The Palace of Antiochus 


The earliest indiction, which occurs on a small number c 
stamps from the Palace of Antiochus, is the thirteenth (399/400 
414/15, 429/32), and the latest is the first (402/3, 417/18, 412/3) 
The indictions indicate the years in which the bricks were made 
and, as always, it should be borne in mind that the bricks тау 
have been stockpiled and used later. Strictly speaking, the dare of 
manufacture provides only а terminus post quem for the соп- 
struction of the palace, and hence Antiochus’ palace could have 
been built at any time during his service in Constantinople 
(c.402—c.439). It seems unlikely, however, that the bricks would 
have been stockpiled for very long in the early fifth century, 
which was a period of intensive building activity.” 

Schneider suggested that Antiochus’ palace had been con- 
structed c.400,! and Holum, who wrongly placed Antiochus’ 
final dismissal from the post of praepositus in 412, would have 
been obliged to follow him. Belting argued that the column base 
аг refers to Antiochus as praepositis indicates that construc- 
tion took place when he held that position, As we have noted, 
Malalas suggests that Antiochus was still cubicularius when 
Arcadius died in 408, and Belting was therefore correct to reject 
the possibility of construction in the period 401-403." 

Belting considered 415-18 the most likely building period. 
However, Theophanes suggests that Antiochus was dismissed - 
in 413 or 414. If this information is accurate, Antiochus must 
have been reinstated at some point, since his career apparently 
continued until с.439. If Pulcheria removed him in order to set 
up a stronger power base of her own in the palace, it would seem 
highly unlikely that she would have allowed him to return m the 
powerful position of praepositus as early as 415. Furthermore, 
one Musellius is known to have held the post of praepositus on 9 

! Sce above pp. 24-6. з Schneider, "Eupheria-Marryrion', 273, 
! Naumann and Belting, Eufberta-Kirche, 20. 








o8 PART 11: CHRONOLOGY 


ipril 4 14.5 It is clearly impossible for Antiochus to have been 
ppointed as Musellius’ successor, to have built his palace, and 
› have departed from the Imperial Palace in the same year. The 
lternative would be to imagine that Antiochus had been one of 
fusellius’ predecessors in the post, in which case Antiochus 
rould have been ex-praepositus by 9 April 414. The brickstamps 
dicate that work cannot have started on Antiochus’ palace 
ntil September 414 at the earliest, but for Antiochus to have 
cen ex-praepositus at the time would contradict the evidence of 
he inscribed column base, which suggests that Antiochus was 
till praepositus when the palace was built. Only the rejection of 
"heophanes' statement that Antiochus departed іп 415 or 414 
vould allow us to suggest that the eunuch's palace was erected 
01415-18. 

If Theophanes’ reference to Antiochus’ disappearance should 
n fact be taken to refer to Anthemius’ departure, then 
Antiochus could have held the post of praepositus and con- 
tructed his palace c.415—18. In this case, Antiochus would have 
rrived at court c.402, as both tutor to Theodosius and сифіси- 
arius. He would have become praepositus after 9 April 414 
when Musellius is attested in the post), and would have started 
vork on his palace, whilst holding the position, not long after 
he beginning of the thirteenth indiction (September 414). We 
iave no clue as to when Antiochus' tenure might have come to 
in end, but when it did, he would nevertheless have continued to 
nfluence the emperor as ex-praepositus and patricius, until he 
vas forced to enter the clergy c.439. If this reconstruction were 
:orrect, then, following Anthemius’ disappearance shortly after 
(8 April 414, the newly appointed praepositus Antiochus may 
ave assumed an extremely important role in the government 
ilongside Pulcheria. 

The extension of Antiochus’ career to ¢.439, however, also 
illows the alternative possibility that the eunuch became prae- 
»ositus and built his palace around 430. One Chryseros was the 
mperor's praepositus from before the Council of Ephesus in 
{зг until late in 432. The evidence for this comes from a letter 
written, probably in the autumn of 432, by Epiphanius, the 
irchdeacon of Cyril of Alexandria, to Maximian. Epiphanius 
ists Chryseros, who was clearly a Nestorian, amongst a number 
of influentual individuals to whom Cyril had sent expensive 
zifts as bribes before the Council of Ephesus. It is clear that 
Chryseros was still in the post when the letter was written, 
since Maximian is urged to persuade Pulcheria to ‘devote herself 
again to the cause of the Lord Christ’, as she had earlier done 
it Ephesus, and to convince Theodosius to replace the 
Nestorian Chryseros with the eunuch Lausus, Whether Lausus 
did in fact obtain the post we do not know.* Thus Antiochus 
could have become praepositis and have built his palace at any 
time from the beginning of 433 until his entry into the clergy 


У Sec PLRE, ii. 768, s.v. Musellius 1, | 

* The Letter is to be found in ACO, i 4, 222-4. For the date, shortly after 
Aristolaus’ departure for Antioch in the carly summer of 432, see ACO, i, 1, 8, 12— 
13. 


C439 

Allowing for the possibility that Antiochus' career was not 
interrupted in 413 or 414, the bricks used in the construction 
may have been made either с.414-18 or c.429-33. Given the large 
number of contemporary stamps that this site has yielded, it 
would clearly be desirable to determine which of these two dates 
is the more likely. Making a decision is not, however, a simple 
matter, 

Mamboury had come to the same conclusion as Belting, 
dating the brickstamps and the palace to c.415 on the basis of 
comparative material Unfortunately, Mamboury gave no 
further details of the comparisons he had їп mind, but pre- 
sumably they were svith stamps from the pre-Justinianic Great 
Church, dated to 413-15, and the Land Walls, built с.405-13. 
The sample from the Palace of Antiochus has two names in 
common with the pre-Justinianic Great Church (see Table 13). 
The correspondences, however, do not certainly indicate that 
the palace is contemporary with the church, since those names 
may well have appeared on brickstamps thoughout the period 
from c.413 until c.430. The material from the Land Walls is 
particularly difficult to interpret owing to the number of occa- 
sions on which the fortifications were repaired. Since, at present, 
itis almost impossible to determine a sample of material that can 
be associated with the original construction of the fortifications, 
the comparative value of the brickstamps from them is greatly 
diminished? One incomplete stamp found in the Land Walls, 
however, bears a fifteenth indiction, à cross within a leaf or a 
heart, and the abbreviation KE (1501.14). The fifteenth indiction 
is almost certainly the same fifteenth indiction referred to on the 
bricks from the Palace of Antiochus, many of which also bear 
the distinctive cross within a leaf or heart design and the KE 
abbreviation. However, the Land Walls were apparently under 
construction between the years 405 and 413, which correspond 
to indictions T—IB', so the brick would appear to relate to a 
repair, and itis therefore unclear whether it was manufactured in 
416/17 or in 431/2. Again, 496.1b, known at the Land Walls, 
may be identical to 496.1, known at the Palace of Antiochus, 
but the stamp bears a first indiction, and so presumably relates 
to a repair to the fortifications. The Land Walls and the Palace of 
Antiochus have, of course, names in common on their brick- 
stamps, but since these names may have appeared on stamps for 
perhaps 30 years, this does not help us to determine whether the 
bricks from the palace should be placed in c.414—18 or ¢.429-33. 

The cross within a heart or a leaf and the abbreviation KE are 
unusual on brickstamps in this period, and occur only with the 
fifteenth indiction.? These features occur on a number of brick- 


? The only other praepositus recorded in this period is one Felix, who held the 
postat an unknown time between 434 and 442: see PLRE, ii. 460, s.v. Felix 8. 

! Mamboury, 'Fouilles Ш’, 43): ‘par certains recoupements avec d'autres monu- 
ments datés, il y a lieu de penser que l'édifice fut commencé en 41—416 et terminé еп 
417-418, mais Із date de 400-403 n'est rourefois pas exclue". 

У Sec below pp. 122-5. 

% On the characteristics of fiith-cenrury brickstamps, see рр. 99-100. For а 
similar design on pottery, see Hayes, LAP’, 271, nos, 183-5, fig. 55. 
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stamps from the Palace of Antiochus (see Table 12). Itis perhaps 
worth considering the possibility that these elements are to be 
explained by an event which occurred in the year concerned— 
an event of religious significance, considering the cross and the 
letters KE, which are presumably an abbreviation for К(брі)є. 
Events in 416/17 would not appear to provide an explanation, 
but at the synod in the Church of the Theotokos in Ephesus in 
June 431, Cyril of Alexandria persuaded the delegates to depose 
Nestorius, the patriarch of Constantinople, who held that the 
Virgin was not the Bearer of God (Theotokos), but only the 
Bearer of Christ (Christotokos).!! When a counter-synod was 
convened, those Constantinopolitans who supported Cyril 
entered the Great Church and demanded that the first synod’s 
decision be enforced. In Chalcedon in September of the same 
year, the Emperor Theodosius П abandoned Nestorius and gave 
his support to the theological principles of his Alexandrian 
opponents. It is, therefore, possible that the cross within the leaf 
or heart on the brickstamps is intended as a reference to the 
victory over Nestorian heresy. 

Itis, however, the correspondences between the names on the 
stamps from the Palace of Antiochus with those on stamps from 
St John of Stoudios and the Cistern of Aspar that speak most 
strongly for a date с.430. The name-abbreviations 'Ayo( ) and 
Co( ) appear at both the Palace of Antiochus and at St John of 
Stoudios (c.452), and the latter name-abbreviation has also been 
noted in the Cistern of Aspar (c.456/7) (see Table 13). Although 
it is not impossible that the bricks from the palace were manu- 
factured c.415, and that 'Ayo( ) and Со ) continued to produce 
bricks from then for another 35-40 years, it would seem more 
reasonable to place the production of the bricks purchased by 
Antiochus с.429-33, thus reducing the period during which 
'Ayo( ) and Ca( ) operated to around 20-25 years. If, as the 
column bases suggest, Antiochus was praepositus when he 
began work on his palace, construction would have begun after 
the autumn of 432, when Chryseros was sull in the post. The 
palace would have been complete well before Antiochus, as 
ex-praepositus, fell from favour c.439. It is possible that con- 
struction began in the first indiction (September 432-August 
433), and that much of the material supplied to the site had been 
manufactured and stored in previous years." 

Stamps in Group 1, Sections 1 and 2 have been ascribed alter- 
native dates 414/15-417/18 and 429/30—432/3. This accounts for 
all but three of the sampled stamps—667.1f, 968.1Ї, 969.1j. 
These are of Group 2 style, and therefore date to the sixth (or 
possibly late fifth) century. They are listed under Section 4. 

Of the stamps omitted from the sample (Group r, Section 3), 
two were found in locations that suggest that they antedate or 
post-date the construction of the palace-hall. The sixteen bricks 
bearing stamp 992.та from the semicircular conduit beneath the 
marble pavement of the portico are difficult to date. If 
Duyuran's drawing is to be trusted, they carry indiction A^. We 


" On this religious controversy, sce e.g. Holum, Empresses, 147-74- 
Й Seep, 26, 


may reject the unlikely suggestion that the conduit was laid 
using bricks made as early as 405/6 (if the palace was built c.415) 
or 420/1 (if the palace belongs to c.430). It would seem more 
probable that the conduit was laid and the portico paved shortly 
after the construction of the main palace buildings had been 
completed, hence in 420/1 (if the palace was built с.415) or 435/6 
(if the palace belongs to c.439). The brick bearing stamp 1182.1a 
(with indiction A’) from the vault of the channel leading 
towards the Binbirdirek cistern is presumably earlier than the 
sigma-plan portico under whose foundations it runs, 


c. St John of Stoudios 


All the stamps in the sample from St John of Stoudios are of 
fifth-century style (hence there are no entries in Section 4 of 
Table 15); and it can hardly be doubted that the nine that have 
been assigned to Group 1, Section 1 belong to the fifth century. 
Four names on the stamps from St John's occur also at either the 
Cistern of Aspar (the material from which dates to c.456/7) or 
the Palace of Antiochus (the bricks from which would appear to 
date to ¢.429-33) or both. They are “Ayo( ), "le( )/'Tx( ), Со( ), 
and (bo ). Since St John's was probably built shortly before 454, 
these correspondences would not contradict the suggestion that 
the stamped bricks (which were not found i situ) had come 
from the fabric of the church. The stamps in Group 1, Sections 1 
and 2 (i.e. all except 1246.1a) may therefore be ascribed dates 
between 448/9 (B^) and 451/2 (E9. 

Mango's theory that the church was built with the intention 
of housing the relics found in Emesa in 453 could be accepted 
only if it were assumed that the bricks had been stockpiled for а 
short time. However, the sample from St John's is small, and 
bricks with indictions с -2/ may come to light in future. 


d. The cistern of Aspar 


Three of the names on stamps in the sample from the Cistern of 
Aspar have been assigned to Group 1, Section r, thus confirming 
their fifth-century date. In fact, all the stamps in the sample are 
fifth-century in character (hence there are no entries in Section 4 
of Table 13). Since all of the bricks were found in situ in the 
original masonry and bear the same indiction number (1), they 
may all be dated to 456/7, on the assumption that the date of 
construction given in the Chronicon Paschale (ie. 459) is 
approximately correct. If the date given by the Chronicon is 
indeed correct, then this material must have been stockpiled for 
a short time before it was used. In that case, we would perhaps 
expect the cistern to contain many bricks bearing later indic- 
tions, which were manufactured closer to the time at which con- 
struction work began, but which have not yet been recorded. 
The alternative is that the cistern was built in 456/7, and that the 
reference to its construction is misplaced in the Chronicon. 


As observed by Mango, Studies, Addendum p. 6. 
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е. Undated sites 


The samples from undated sites that have been assigned to 
Group 1 can be dated only in relation to the samples from dated 
sites in that Group. This relative dating is based on assumptions, 
explained in Chapter 8," about the length of time over which a 
particular name-abbreviation is likely to have been stamped on 
to bricks. The dating parameters suggested here for the material 
in the samples from undated sites is necessarily conditional 
upon the accuracy of the dates established above for the pre- 
Justinianic Great Church, the Palace of Antiochus, St John of 
Stoudios, and the Cistern of Aspar. 

The name abbreviations Meal )s and "Роз ) occur at both the 
pre-Justinianic Great Church and at the Palace of Antiochus. 
Therefore, the widest date limits for the occurrence of these two 
names is 402-45 (Le. 432-30 to 415 +30). ‘Ayol ), whose name 
appears on sampled stamps at both the Palace of Antiochus and 
St John of Stoudios, is unlikely to have been operating outside 
the period 422-62 (Le. 452-30 to 432450). The name Со( ) 
appears on stamps at the Palace of Antiochus and the Cistern of 
Aspar, hence this individual was probably involved in the brick- 
making industry no longer than 426-62 (1.6. 4$6—35 t0 432 +30). 
The names `Ту( М Тах( ) and Фо ) have been noted at both 
St John of Stoudios and in the Cistern of Aspar, but since these 
two structures were constructed at almost the same time, we 
cannot narrow down the period during which these individuals 
were operating further than 426—82 (Le. 456-30 to 4524 30). 

In Group 1, Balaban Aga Mescidi and Tokludede Mescidi 
have nine names in common, which strongly suggests that the 
two samples are contemporary. The samples from Balaban Aga 
Mescidi, Tokludede Mescidi, Mercan Caddesi, and the drains 
of the Mese all contain the name 'Ayo( ). It has already been 
suggested that the period during which this name appeared on 
brickstamps can have been little longer than 422-62. Thus the 
samples from all four sites may be placed roughly within this 
period. The sample from the remains near Mercan Caddesi, 
however, also contains the name Со), which has been dated, а 
little more narrowly, to 426—262. 

The cisterns in Gülhane and the cistern on Sıraselviler 
Caddesi have seven names in common, which again suggests 
contemporaneity." The Gülhane sample has some names in 
common with the pre-Justiniamic Great Church, others with the 
Palace of Antiochus: and one with St John of Stoudios. A date 
с.422-46 (Le. 452-30 to 415 * 30) would therefore seem most 
* likely. Such an early fifth-century date finds additional support 
from a very few single-line brickstamps noted in situ in the east 
wall of the Cistern of Aetius. Some uncatalogued fragments 
carry a third indiction, one fragment carries the name 'Hcu( }, 
and another stamp has both (cp. 48о.та). Since the cistern is said 

Н See pp. 82-3. 

їз The contemporaneity of these structures was noted by Mamboury (Fouilles 


ШІ", 450), but his statement that seven of the stamps from the Straselviler cistern are 
"absolutely identical’ to those laund in the Gülhane cisterns is incorrect. 


to have been built in 420/1 (a fourth indiction), all are probably 
to be dated to 419/20, The occurrence of the same name on 
bricks in the samples from the Cistern on Sıraselviler Caddesi 
and the Cisterns in Gülhane lends further support to the 
early fifth-century date proposed for them. The cistern on 
Siraselviler Caddesi has no names in common with 5t John of 
Stoudios one with the Great Church and one with the Palace of 
Antiochus. It (or rather the material used in it) could therefore 
be earlier than the bricks from the Gülhane cisterns, but the 
absence of correspondences with St John's may simply be due to 
the small sample recovered from that church. 

The drains of the Mese have names in common with the 
Palace of Antiochus, St John of Stoudios, and the Cistern of 
Aspar, which suggests a date of 427-62 (i.e. 457-30 ta 4324 30). 

Assuming the proposed dating parameters are correct, more 
precise dates may be suggested on the basis of the indictions (see 
Table зо). 


TABLE 20. Suggested dates for selected samples in Group г 
Sample M Cluster Suggested dates of 
manufacture 


Cistern on Saraselviler Caddesi А-22 = 42o/21-423/4 or 415/6— 

438/9 

423/4-426/7 ог438/9- 

441/2 

Remains near Mercan Caddesi ТАГА“ д2у/8-аҙо/т or 442/3- 
4441/6 or 457/8-460/1 

Byzantine drains of the Mese НІВ — 424/5—428/9 ог 439/40- 
443/4 ог 454/5—458/9 


Cisterns in Gülhane ZI 


Balaban Aga Mescidi ТАГ” —427/8-434/5 or 442/35- 

| 449/50 or 457/ 8464/1 

Tokludede Mescidi IB-IE'  428/39-431/2 or 443/4— 
446/7 or 458/9—461/2 


It is difficult to choose between the dates given in Group 1. 
Some observations may be made, however. 

First, the cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi and the cisterns in 
Gülhane, which were apparently built using bricks made in the 
same short period, have consecutive clusters of indictions 
(A>Z and 2-1), It is likely that construction of the latter 
immediately followed construction of the former. Given the 
large number of corresponding names at the two sites, it appears 
less probable that the Gülhane cisterns were begun a decade or 
more before the cistern on Sıraselviler Caddesi. Unless the 
bricks in the Gülhane cisterns were reused, it seems that the 
adjacent cisterns published by Forchheimer and Strzygowski, 
which incorporated capitals of а type that has not yet been 
noted earlier than the very beginning of the sixth century," were 
unrelated. 

Second, the earliest dates for the contemporary samples from 


' Sce p. 7. 
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Balaban A£a Mescidi and Tokludede Mescidi are perhaps least 
likely, since, were they correct, more correspondences with the 
large sample from the Palace of Antiochus (с.429-33) might 
have been expected. As observed elsewhere, the all-brick 
masonry at the Balaban Aga Mescidi mught be taken to indicate 
a date in the second half of the fifth century.” If we were to 
accept the latest possible dates for the mausoleum, these would 
not exclude the possibility of the structure being associated with 
the church of the Theotokos of the Kourator, which was built 
under Verina (45-84). However, the fact that the cistern on 
Suraselviler Caddesi was of pure brickwork suggests that the 
technique was not restricted to the later fifth century—unless 
the construction of the cistern was undertaken much later than 
the manufacture of the bricks used in it. 

Third, the little we know of the repairs made to the colon- 
nades flanking the Mese is of no help in determining any more 
closely the date at which the drains beneath the street were laid. 

The dates suggested in Table 20 have been ascribed in the cata- 
logue to the brickstamps in Sections г and 2 of Group 1. 


2. DATING THE SAMPLES IN GROUP 2 


The dating of the samples from St Polyeuktos, the Justinianic 
Great Church, and the Baths of Zeuxippos will now be recon- 
sidered in the light of the evidence from the brickstamps. The 
remaining samples in Group 2 will then be dated in relation to 
the better dated ones. 


а. St Polyeuktos 


Table 5, which shows indictions on the brickstamps found 
during the excavations at St Polyeuktos, clearly demonstrates 
that the dates on the majority of the bricks fall into one of two 
clusters: B-E" or IA -IA*. Hill, however, identified a single con- 
centration between indictions IB’ and A’, which corresponds to 
the period 518/19-525/6. He adduced the absence of any bricks 
bearing indiction E^ (526/7) or с” (27/8) as confirmation of 
Mango and Sevéenko's observation that the church must have 
been complete by 527."*Since Hill apparently accepted that con- 
struction took place in 524-27, he presumably believed that the 
many bricks manufactured between 518/19 and 523/4 had been 
in storage before construction began. When the distribution of 
indictions at St Polyeuktos is plotted on a histogram (Fig. 15), 
however, the virtual absence indictions ТЕ” and A^ is made 
particularly clear, and Hill's brief discussion takes no account of 
this break. 

Considering the large number of stamped bricks recovered 
from the site, itis highly unlikely that the paucity of bricks bear- 
ing indictions ТЕ” and А" is a chance occurrence. Harrison 


See above p. 71. 

" Hill, *Bricksramps', 225 (indiction twelve does not correspond to 519/20, 
and there із по longer a "complete absence of indicoon E" when 1eog.th is read 
correctly}. 
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Fic. 15, Histogram to show frequency of indictions on the 
brickstamps from St Polyeuktos, with old and new dates 


realized this and, in his discussion of the evidence, he contra- 
dicted the conclusion presented in Hill's contribution to the 
excavation report. Unlike Hill, Harrison made reference to the 
two clusters of indictions. He relied more strictly upon Mango 
and Sevéenko’s dating to interpret the data, and considered that 
the Г-А” peak related to the years 524/5-525/6."" As for the 
IB—IT" cluster, he explained іг as old stock manufactured in 
518/19-%19/20. He noted, however, that these bricks were less 
dense than the others, and put forward the alternative possi- 
bility that they might have come from a repair Following a 
collapse of the dome. This he thought less likely, presumably 
because there is no evidence forany ау or redecoration 
of the church.” 

Most of the bricks were found ка amongst PN дейді» of the 
collapsed church, but a proportion ebuld be vssocinted with 
particular architectural elements.” However no analisis of the 
distribution of indictions throughout the fabric of the building 
was undertaken in the final report. The results of such an 
analysis are set out in Tables 21 and 22. Table 21 demonstrates 
that the bricks thar could be associated with the substructures 


" Harrison, Saraghane І, 111-12. The potential correspondence to Mango and 
Sevéenko's dates (414-527) of the third indiction on cruciform stamps in the debris 
of the fallen barrel vault at the north-east corner of the church platform and fram the 
conduit at the south-east corner ("Building A") was noted by Harrison and Frratli in 
the first preliminary report оп the excavations (Harrison and Firath, ‘Saraçhane Г, 
134. Cp. Harrison, Sarapbane L 20; Harrison, Temple, 44—6). For these finds, sec 
‘Table 21. More also thar, when discussing these finds, Harrison, Temple, 4, бр. 38 
shows brickstamp 687.1a (D), which is notin fact recorded as having been found in 
the northern or southern chamber. 

“ Harrison, Seraphane 1, 111-12; Harrison, Temple, ут. On lack of evidence for 
redecoration or repair, see Harrison, Saraghane I, 112; Harrison, Temple, 142. | 

її The stamped bricks of known architectural context were gathered by Hill, 
"Briekstamps', 231—2, Section I, 
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(church platform) bore indictions В, I", A", or Е’. As to the 
church proper, very little remained that could certainly be 
attributed to it. The primary surviving superstructure element 
Írom the church itself was a pier that had fallen westwards from 
the west façade of the church into the atrium. Several courses of 
brick were dismantled by the excavators in order to examine the 
brickstamps in the pier, and the associated debris was also 
studied. The great majority of the stamps bore the name 
Tlétpov, and those with stamps including dates showed indic- 
tions IAIA’ (Table 22).7 Many very fragmentary bricks that 
were found as general debris bore stamps similar or identical to 
those from the superstructure pier. Their condition, however, 
meant that the precise stamp used could not be identified. It 
seems likely that they, too, are to be associated with the super- 
structures since they appeared to have shattered upon falling 
from high levels, and they were also thinner and lighter than the 
bricks from the substructures.” The indictions on stamps from 
the staircase leading up to the church and on stamps from the 
"baptistery" to the north of the atrium suggest that they were 
erected in the same period as the superstructure of the church. 
The two groups of indictions we have just identified in Tables 
21 and 22—B-E' (substructures) and IA-IA' (ѕирег- 
structures)—correspond to the two major clusters of indictions 
formed when all the stamps from the site are considered (Fig. 
15). Consequently, we may reasonably infer that all the sixth- 
century stamped bricks bearing indictions В-А” came from the 
substructures (platform) of the church, and that all those bear- 
ing indictions I—LA’ relate to the church's superstrucrures. ` 
We have noted that Harrison, following Mango and 
Sevéenko’s dating of 524-27, believed that the B—A’ cluster— 
that is, the dates on the substructure bricks—indicated the dates 
of the construction of the entire church. He considered account- 
ing for the other cluster (I—IA’) as relating to a repair to the 
proposed dome, but found this an unsatisfactory suggestion. 


® There are only four bricks whose indictions do not coincide with the indiction 
cluster associated with their architecrural context. In the ‘wall west of the slip-road' 
was found a single brick with stamp 120.12, which bears indiction IA" and the name 
Тріо)фі(нот). Five bricks bearing the same stamp were found amongst the debris of 
a fallen superstructure pier. If—and this is not cerrain—the wall west of the slip-road 
was indeed part of the church, it might be suggested thar the apparently anomalous 
stamp came from the upper part ої a substructure wall (ie. lowest part of the super- 
structures). This possibility finds support fram two observations. First, three bricks 
from the wall carry dies with indiction E” ($38.12, 1029.15), which indicates that 
the substructure material in it is late in the АЕ” cluster. Second, the apparently 
anomalous brick bears indiction LA’, which would relate to the earliest work on the 
superstructures. The debris from the substructure barrel vaultar the church's north- 
cast corner contained two bricks bearing stamp 119.12 with indiction ТЕ" and name 
Аз), The bricks would therefore seem to be old stock, and may relate to the last 
year of the cycle preceding that to which the dates on most of the substructure bricks 
refer, Amongst the debris of a fallen superstructure pier was found one brick bear- 
ing stamp 10c9.1b with indiction E" and the name N(1)xi( ). Either the brick is not in 
fact to be associared with the pier debris or it was left over from work ou the sub- 
structures and later incorporated in the superstructures (note thar two bricks 
stamped with this die were found in the ‘wall west of the slip-road"). 

? Hill simply states that the numerous fragments listed under 1090.1a and 
1387.1 were ‘thinner at the centre’ and ‘noticeably lighter’, aod hence ‘most likely 
то contain remains of the dame, if the church was equipped with such" (‘Brick~ 
stamps’, 222-3). 


Indeed, since indictions I-LA" appear not only on the fragmen- 
tary, loose bricks, but alse on the bricks from the superstructure 
pier from the western facade, the suggested repair would have 
had to have involved much more than just a restoration of the 
dome. Harrison preferred to believe that the material in the 
I—IA' cluster was old stock. It would be a little surprising, 
however, had stockpiled material been reserved for the super- 
structures. If stockpiled bricks had been used at all, we would 
expect them to have been used when building started, and there- 
fore to be concentrated in the substructures, or to have been 
used throughout the construction process. How, then, are the 
two clusters to be explained? 

Once we admit that the story of Gregory of Tours provides 
only a terminus ante quem for the construction of the church, 
and reject the scholiast's statement that construction lasted for 
just three years, it follows that the only certain facts are that the 
entablature inscription was carved after 512, and that the church 
was complete by 527 or $28. This means that we must consider 
the possibility that the bricks bearing indictions [A~LA’ (super- 
structures) were manufactured in the years 5 17/18-520/1. Since 
the bricks with indictions В-Е” are to be associated with the 
substructures, and since the substructures were of necessity 
built before the superstructures, the manufacture of the bricks 
would best be assigned to an earlier period, $68/9-511/12. 

Asalways, the dates for the manufacture of the bricks provide 
only a terminus post quem for the construction of the building. 
Thus, the evidence of the brickstamps and the texts, taken 
together, indicates that the erection of the superstructures (plus 
the staircase and the substructure of the ‘baptistery’) and the 
carving of the entablature inscription occurred in the period 
after 517/18 (indiction IA?) and before 527 or 528. Although the 
superstructures may, therefore, have been built in 524-27, as 
Mango and Ševčenko suggested, this would require us to believe 
that the bricks had been in storage for about six years before 
they were used. The alternative is to suggest that construction, 
using newly made bricks, took place in the years immediately 
following 517/18. This earlier date for the superstructures 
would not be at odds with the evidence of the pentanummium, 
presumably of Justin I (518-27), that was discovered in the 
make-up of the nave floor. Indeed, it would accord with the 
overall high concentration of coins from the reigns of 
Anastasius and Justin. Since the indiction in which most of the 
superstructure bricks were manufactured corresponds to the 
years 519/20 (indiction IT’), work is perhaps unlikely to have 
started earlier than 519/20. The only indications we have 
regarding the length of the construction period are the 
scholiast’s unreliable claim that work lasted for three years and 
the attractive tale preserved by Gregory of Tours. If there is any 
truth in її а! all, Gregory's story would seem to suggest that the 
church was already finished before Anicia Juliana’s death in 
527- 28, when the alleged events described in the story are set. 

Alan Cameron has demonstrated that the former fish-fryer 

М See also р. 26, 
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ТАВІЕ 21. Brickstamps from St Polyeuktos of known architectural context: substructures (church platform) 
Location Die Indiction Name Total of bricks 
Debris of fallen barrel vault in western фола(Аҙ/Аҙо) 5 "Арістеї.. 1 
corridor of the north-east corner of the 119.1a (Cr) 6 ® A$() 2 
church platform (levels 131, 138, 140, 369.1a (Ag) none "Exwpaviov І 
and 143) (Harrison, Saraçhane I, 19) 832.1a (D6) Y Kov(ctavtivov) 20 
834.1а (D7) В Коус(таутіуоз) 7 
855.1a (D8) Y Kove(tevtivov) 2 
837.1a (Оо) 1 Kove(tavtivov) 14 
831.9a nonc Кшустаутіуо(о) I 
$33.1a (212) У Ком(стаутімо») 3 
858.1a Bory Кшус(таутіуоо) 24 
1095.1a (Ет) попе ПеЕсроо I 
1708.1a lost lost I 
1709.1a (013) y lost I 
South-east corner of church platform 837.12 (D9) Y Kovcí(zavrivov) 1 
("Building A"), conduit (Harrison, 838.1a В ory” Каимс(таутімою) t 
Saraçhane 1, 20) 
Brick floor in ‘baptistery’ (impressions 91.1a (^33) p "Apicret 1 
found in mortar make-up between 842.1a (Dir) Y Kovcz[a]v(rivov) І 
11187 and 1119”) 
Wall west of slip-road (see Notes on 369.14 (Ag) none "Exipaviou 2 
Tables 21 and 22) 1250.12 (A26) w^ Tp(o)pt{pou) I 
$38.1a (C2) є Oroóópov 1 
831.7a (C8) none Kowcravtivo(v) І 
тос9.1Ь (D2) є МИ)ки ) 2 
834.1a (D7) p Кшус(таутіуот) $ 
84с.ла (Dit) Y Kovet[o]v(zivou) 2 
838.та Bory Kuveitavrivov) 1 
* See p. 112 n. 22. 
TABLE 22. Brickstamps from St Polyeuktos of known architectural context: superstructures 
Location Die Indiction Name Total of Bricks 
Atrium: Staircase and 'Baptistery" 
Collapsed vault of 22.1a (A1) none ‘Ayarntod 28 
staircase, im situ (Harrison, 471.1a (A12) i ‘HAA ws )5 9 
Saraçhane Ї, 26, pls. 66, 67) 946.12 (B28) Bc Марко» 3 
South pilaster of staircase vault 471.а (Ат2) i “HAAwA/ )ѕ 1 
(TU/18-19) 
"Baptistery", west wall, north 666.42 (Від) none Ко(у)стам(тімал) 1 
end (1121 bb/16) (Harrison, 1393.14 (C12) none ж 16 
Saragbane I, 26, pl. 54) 1378.1c (C16) none 14 1 
1397-1a (C19) none Christogram 7 
"Варгізтегу", west wall, south 1685.1a (E19) У Tlétp(ov) i 
end (1121 bb/16) (Harrison, 1591.12 (В cy A /none Пётр(о\) п 
Saraçhane 1, 26, рі. 54) 
Church : Low Levels of Superstructure 
North wall of church, 658.1a (Вто) lost Kovcrovrivou 9 
demolished (Harrison, 665.1a (Br2) nonc Ko(v)ctuxv(1tvou) > 
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TABLE 22 continued 
Location Die 
Saraçhane 1, 22, pls. 28-9) 1400.16 (C18) 
Church: High Levels of Superstructure 
Pier fallen into atrium, 1096.1a (E2) 
western end, in site and in 1097.1a (Ез) 
debris (1081* Y/18-19) 1099.1a (E5) 
(Harrison, Saraçhane 1, 26-7, 11co.1a (Ето) 
pls. 69, 71-2; Harrison, 1088.1b (Err) 
Temple, fig. ṣo) 1тог.та 
їсөї.їа 
Pier fallen into atrium; 1250.1a (A26) 
eastern end, debris $36.1a (C5) 
(9207, 924, 190157" WX/16-18.b) $36.1c (C6) 
(Harrison, Saraçhane 1, 26-7, 831.1a (Су) 
pls. 69, 70, 73; Harrison, 1393-14 (Ста) 
Temple, fig, 76) 1386.1a (C13) 
1386.2a (C14) 
1403.1a (C21) 
тсо9.1Ь (D2) 
1096.1a (E2) 
1c77.2a (E15) 
ro81,1a(E17) 
1082.1a (E18) 
1387.14 
1ICI.IA 
1077.34 
1085.12 
1991.12 
Notes on Tables 21 and 22 


Indiction Name Total of Bricks 
none Christogram I 
none ні Tlétp(ov) I 
none Tlétp(ov) 2 
none Петріо») 1 
попе Пез оу) ї 
p Tlétp(ov) 1 
none [létp(ov) I 
Ву A6 /none TIéxp(ov) 8 
ux Tplo)@i(uov) $ 
попе Beodsapov I 
none Beovdapov I 
none Камстаутімо(ю) І 
попе ж 1 
none ы 2 
none ы 5 
none cross П 
К: Niye) 1 
none Tlétp(ov) 1 
у Tlétp(ow) 2 
у" Tlétp(ov) І 
у" Перо») 1 
nonc variants of 

monograms 36 

and 37 2 
none Петро) 2 
у Пётр(оъ) 1 
ty’ probably Tlétp(ov) 1 
Ву 715 / попе Tlétp(ov) 22 


In his 'Bnckstamps', 221-2, Section 1, Hill considered 'Brickstamps Found i шм”, or, more accurately (given that many bricks were found loose), stamped bricks whose orig- 
inal architectural context was clear from their findspot. From Section I be excluded (for reasons that are not clear) che material from the “wall west of che slip-road’, which was 
recovered during the winter of 1964-65. I have included the material here, since the stamps and the indictions on them are consistent with those oa the bricks from other parts 
of the church. The description “west of the slip road’ might be taken to suggest that the wall was a part of the church platform, perhaps part of the narthex substructure. It must 
be admitted, however, thar the wall's location is not clear, and it may not have been part of the church at all, Indeed, the excavation report mentions that in the winter of 1964-65 
a Byzantine wall 0.75 m. thick was found in Sounding "А", which was about 180 m. ro the north of the church, just west of the underpass (Harrison, Saraçhane 1,1) with fig. 
1). Also omitzed from Hill's Section I are levels 158 ТЧ/ло-11) and 143 (MN/1e11), which, together with levels :51 (M/10-11) and 145 (MN/1o-1:), contained debris from 
the fallen barrel vault at the north-east corner of the church. (Note that all four levels are, correctly, treated together in Hill's Section IL) Two bricks, one bearing 837.13 (Dy), 
the other 838.12 (06-3), were wrongly ascribed to this debris (level 140) in Hill's catalogue. They in fact came from the conduit in the south-cast comer of the church ("Building 
A"). Hill's aseription of the architectural elements listed in his Section 1 to particular levels of the building is inaccurate: only his nos. 6 and у can be associated with high levels, 
and по, $ is certainly one of the lowest parts of the superstructures (the vault below the staircase that led up to the top of the church platform). 


Theodorus became city prefect for the third time in 520,” and 
that the Palatine Anthology preserves two inscriptions from a 
church that he dedicated to Justin and Justinian in that year." In 
one of the inscriptions, the extent of the marble revetment in 
Theodorus’ church is described as ‘immeasurable’ (єшетритос), 
and the same adjective is used in a similar context in St 
Polyeukios" dedicatory epigram." Cameron commented: ‘It is 


* Alan Cameron, Theodorus’, 280. 
* Alan Cameron, ‘Theodorus’, 274. The poems are Palatine Anthology 1.97 and 
1.98. 


perhaps more than coincidence that both poets used the same 
epithet @нётртүтос, especially in view of the fact that St Poly- 
cuktos was completed (probably) in 527, only seven уелі... 
after Theodorus' church. Jüliana's poet may well have had 
(Theodorus'] epigrams іп mind' ?* The proposed redating of the 
superstructures of Juliana's church to shortly after 517/18 


9 Compare Palatine Anthology 1.98 with Palatine Anthology 1.10.60-1, These 
lines of Palatine Anthology 1.10 were amongst the verses inscribed outside the 
church (уу. 42-76), and Harrison, Saraçhane 1,7-8 wondered if they had been com- 
posed later than the verses inside (vv. 1-41). 

* Alan Cameron, "Theodorus", 275, 


ig 


would allow us to suggest that the two poems were written 
for simultaneous building projects, perhaps by the same com- 
poser.” 

The dating of the erection of the substructures presents 
further complications. Although the bricks used to build 
the platform were manufactured іп $08/9-511/12, it is not 
impossible that they were then kept in storage for several years 
and not used until shortly after 517/18, immediately before the 
period in which the superstructures were erected using much 
more recently manufactured bricks. This possibility is all the 
more likely given that the period immediately before 5 17/18 was 
one of political and religious turmoil, during which little con- 
struction would have been undertaken in Constantinople and 
when few bricks are likely to have been manufactured. 
Consequently, those building projects—such as Sr Poly- 
euktos—that were begun when the crisis of c.513—15 was over 
would initially have been supplied with stockpiled material 
made in the years before the crisis. 

Itis also possible, however, that work began on the substruc- 
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tures іп or shortly after 508/9, and ceased around 511/12. 
Although a delay of about five years between the construction 
of the substructures and the erection of the superstructures may 
seem strange, the historical and political context of the church’s 
construction perhaps provides an adequate explanation (Fig. 
16). The project may have been initiated by Arcobindus, who 
became consul in 506.” This suggestion would not conflict with 
the evidence of the coins or pottery discovered.?! The apparent 
cessation of work on the substructures in 511/12 might in that 
case be connected with Areobindus’ disappearance. It was in 
біз that the citizens of Constantinople who favoured 
Chalcedonian orthodoxy rose up against the Monophysitical 
Emperor Anastasius L When the mob urged Areobindus to take 
the crown, he declined and fled from the city. Our sources do 
not refer to him again, and it is possible that he was murdered 
shortly after. The popular mass then surged to the house of 
Pompey, Anastasius! pro-Chalcedonian nephew. But he too 
had fled from his home, and Anastasius thus survived the threat 
to his authority. 

The five-year gap before building wark resumed in, or 
shortly after, 517/18 would coincide with, and may be explained 
by, the crisis of c.513-15. In 515, 514, and 515, the general 


* [t has been suggested that the composer of Juliana's poem may have been 
Christodorus, who was also responsible for describing che statues іп the Baths of 
Zeuxippos (Tissoni, Cristodoro, 23 with n. 36). He may, therefore, have been 
responsible for Theodorus’ poems, too. 

№ See PLRE, ii. 143-4, s.v. Fl. Areobindus Dagalaiphus Areobindus 1. 

D The earliest concentration of coins from the site relates to the reigns of 
Anastasius I (491-518) and Justin (518-27) (see Hendy, ‘Coins’, 278). Note that the 
pentanummium of Justia I (518-27) found in part of the pottery dump below the 
paving of the nave (deposit 14, level 361. Set Harrison, Saraghane І, 111; Hendy, 
‘Coins’, 289 no, 76; Hayes, Saraçhane П, у does not note the coin) is to be associated 
with the period of work on the superstructures (rather than that on the sub- 
structures). The pottery dump (and hence the coin) was contemporary with work 
on the superstructures, since a number of pottery-bearing levels below the nave 
floor also contained marble waste from the carving of the sculpture (265", 3467, 
ура", 496") (see Harrison, Saraçhane 1,111 and ch. 3) 


Fic. 16. Histogram to show frequency of indictions on'the 
brickstamps from St Polyeuktos with suggested dates.and 
historical events affecting the progress of construction 


Vitalian turned the troops defending Thrace and Scythia on 
Constantinople on the pretext of supporting Chalcedonian 
orthodoxy (against the Monophysitism of Anastasius). On the 
first and second occasions, Anastasius came to terms with him, 
but immediately reneged on the agreements made. Although 
Vitalian’s army and fleet were defeated on the third occasion, 
Vitalian himself was not killed, and he remained a threat to 
Anastasius for the remainder of his reign. In the early morning 
of 9 July 518 (indiction ІА), Anastasius died.” When Justin 1 
unexpectedly came to the throne, he restored Chalcedonianism, 
worked to realign the church of Constantinople with Rome, and 
came to terms with Vitalian, conferring high office upon him. 
Finally, оп 28 March §19 (indiction ІВ?, the patriarch of 
Constantinople signed a document of reunion.* 

Certainly, work on the superstructures of St Polyeuktos, 
which were built by Juliana after the disappearance of her 
husband, began between $17 and 521. We know from our 
literary sources that Juliana herself was a staunch pro- 
Chalcedonian, and refused to abandon the orthodox cause 
despite devious attempts made by Anastasius and the Patriarch 
Timothy to win her over. We also know that she communi- 
cated with the Pope regarding the ending of the Acacian 
schism.” It is, therefore, not unlikely that the church is to be 
regarded as a monument to the reunion with the Catholic 

М See PLRE, Б. 1171-6, s.v. Fl. Vitalianus z, 

™ See PLRE, Н. 78-90, s.v. Anastasius 4. 
М Sce Vasiliev, Justin the First, 108-14 (Vitalian), 160-83 (reunion). 
» Theodore Anagnostes, Epitome, 504. Theophanes, Chronicle, am бооў (= AD 


g13/)). 
^ Vasiliev, Justin the First, 179-81, 199-200, 
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Church that was achieved in March 5 19. If work began straight 
away, the indictions on the superstructure bricks might indicate 
the dates of construction fairly accurately, say 519-22 for 
the erection of the shell of the superstructure.” In addition, 
it is at least conceivable that the substructures of the church 
were begun between 506 and $12 by Areobindus, to whom the 
populace looked as а potential pro-Chalcedonian successor to 
Anastasius. If this was indeed the case, the circumstances would 
further support the suggestion that the construction of St 
Polyeuktos was intimately connected with the restoration 
of orthodoxy and reunion with Rome. On tts completion 
(certainly before 528), the church of St Polyeuktos would 
indeed have been ‘a challenge to the authority of Justin and his 
nephew Justinian’, as Harrison understood it to be." Butif con- 
struction of the substructures began before 5 17/18, possibly as 
early as 08/9, then the project would also have represented the 
orthodox challenge posed by the Theodosian dynasty to the 
power of the monophysitical Emperor Anastasius.” 

А small number of stamps have been identified as belonging 
to the fifth century on stylistic grounds, and therefore appear in 
Section 4 of Table 14 (216.1a, 347.1a, 633.12, 885.1a, 958.та, 
9835.12, 1201.12). These are the only stamps that appear to have 
been considerably older than Anicia Juliana's church,” and are 
discussed in relation to the earlier church of Eudokia (see 
Chapter 11, Section 2). 

The stamps with indictions have generally been assigned 
dates from $оў/8 to 521/2 (AMIE). However, it is unclear 
whether stamp 1247.1a with indiction А. relates to 507/8 or to 
з22/ 3; and stamp 119.1a (ТЕ?) has been assigned to so6/7 (not 
21/2), since it was found in the substructures of the church. 

Stamps that lack indictions and that can be associated with the 
substructures (369.1a, 831.7a, 9a, 1095.1a, 1708.14, Table 21) 
have been ascribed to the general period 527—12. Stamps lacking 
indictions, and associated with the superstructures (22.18, 
536.12, 1С, 648.та, 665.1a, 666.42, 831.12, 1091.12, 1096.12, 
1097.14, 1299418, OGIA, їїбт.га, 1378.10, 1386.1a, 2a, 
1387.12, 1393.14, 1397-1a, 1400. 1b, 1423.1a, Table 22) have been 
ascribed not to 417-22, but rather to үо7-22, on the grounds that 
some of them may have been reused from the period of sub- 
structure construction. Other stamps without indictions, and 
that cannot be associated with either substructures or super- 
structures, have similarly been dated to 507-22. 


= 


У TF, as Harrison suggested, Bishop Ecclesius of Ravenna visited St Polyeuktos 
when he travelled to Constantinople in рабу the building would have been complere 
See Harrison, Saragbane Т, 415; Temple, 77, 140-1. 

М Harrison, Затаұһале I, 420. 

Y [ intend го discuss the ideological aspects of the church of Sr Polyeuktos in 
greater derail elsewhere, and to present a new reconstruction of the building. 

* Although it is conceivable thar stamped bricks were sometimes ‘reused 
centuries after after they were made" (Fowden, ‘Constantine’, 275), this is deman- 
strably not the case at Sc Polyeuktos, except in a few identifiable cases discussed in 
Chapter 11, section z. 


b. The Justinianic Hagia Sophia 


Most of the bricks in the sample from Hagia Sophia were in all 
likelihood manufactured shortly before the construction of the 
church. The infrequent use of indictions on the brickstamps, 
however, means that it is not possible to check whether the 
sample is contaminated with material that is much earlier or 
much later. Many stamps in Group 2, Section 1 have names in 
common with stamps from St Polyeuktos, and these names can 
therefore be firmly placed in the sixth century (Table 14), Other 
stamps in Group 2, Section т have names in common with 
the Baths of Zeuxippos, and may also be assigned го the sixth 
century, although less reliably, since the sample from the baths 
consists largely of bricks lacking both indictions and records of 
findspors. Consideration of the style of all the stamps in the 
sample from Hagia Sophia suggests that a small amount of the 
material belongs to the fifth century (see Table 14, Section 4). 
The stamps with indictions in the cluster (LAIT) were in all 
probability manufactured in the years 532/5, 533/4 and 5354/5. 
Thus 932. 1a and 1252.1b, both noted on bricks from the remains 
of the atrium superstructure, have been ascribed to 532/3.* The 
other sampled stamps from the same remains and without indic- 
tions (223.1b, 337.14, 674.1p, 203.3a, 574-та, 665.6a, 666.17, 
667.1ii, 676.64, 880. 1d, 85 1.1c, 967.2a, 969.1p, 1623.1C, 1124.12, 
1342.73) should probably all be ascribed to c.532/3. Stamps 
228.1a, боб.та, and 1253.1a, from Schneider's atrium excava- 
tion, may be dated to 533/4, 534/5, and 534/5 respectively. All 
the material without indictions from this excavation (337-16, 
355.12, 603.1a, 666.11, 47, ff, ii, ўа, 667.14, h, 668.1b, е, 674.1b, j, 
675.1, 676.3h, $c, босла, 779.14, $17.11, h, k, 921.1a, 954.1, 
966.12, 967.15, К, o, г, 969.та, Б, 1, o1. 1h, 12á7.1a, 1272.16, 
1342.34, 1677.12) may be ascribed то c.533-35. Stamp 967.16, 
from Caferiye Sokağı, is probably to be dated 532/3. The other 
stamps from the wall (337.34, 449.12, 663.14, 674.11, W, 696.1a, 
22.1b, 969.11, 1365.12) should also be dated to c.532/3. Stamps 
666.4bb, 667. 1x, 674.10, 1342.36, 13 1h, 1396.1d, from putlog 
holes, may be dated to 532-37. 


с. Baths of Zeuxippos 


As at Hagia Sophia, the lack of indictions on the stamped bricks 
recovered from the Baths of Zeuxippos means that the bricks in 
the sample cannot certainly be said to have been manufactured 
contemporancously. Furthermore, there is no certainty that all 
the bricks came from the Justinianic fabric of the building rather 
than from later repairs. Since it was desirable to include most of 
thestamps in the sample, thé best guide as to whether the stamps 
relate to the Justinianic phase comes from coincidences of 
names, Thus the stamps in Group 2, Section т are those most 
reliably associated with the Justinianic period (see Table r4). 


м Sorlin-Dorigny, "Letter", tyo made speculauve identifications of the indi- 
viduals named on the backs, which led him to believe that the following indiction 


cycle was meant. 
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The style of most of the stamps in the sample suggests that 
they are sixth century, With the exception of five stamps clearly 
relating to reused material (263.1a, 323.1a, 444.1a, 475-14; 
1446.1a in Table та, Section 4), it can only be assumed, until 
evidence to the contrary is forthcoming, that all the remaining 
material in che sample comes from rhe Justinianic construction 
alter the fire of 532. 


d. Undated sites 


There are three undated samples in Group 2 to be related 
chronologically to the three dated samples. Since each of them 
has names in common with either the Justinianic Hagia Sophia 
(532—37) or the Baths of Zeuxippos (after 532), or both, it is 
unlikely that any of them should be dated earlier than c.500. The 
samples from Hagia Sophia and the Baths of Zeuxippos contain 
few brickstamps with indiction dares, whereas the sample from 
St Polyeuktos (508—22) has a larger proportion of dated stamps. 
Considering that the indiction date was a consistent feature of 


brickstamps in Group 1 (fifth century)," it might be inferred 
Írom the evidence that there was a greater tendency to omit 
indiction dates from c.5 30. If so, the overall presence or absence 
of indictions in a sample in Group 2 may perhaps be used as a 
rough chronological indicator. Since the bricks in the samples 
from Cemal Nadir Sokağı, Ismetiye Caddesi, and Tokludede 
Mescidi (sample 2) carry sufficient numbers of indictions for 
clusters to be discernible, they are perhaps to be ascribed to the 
period before с. 30. The cluster of indictions А-Г” at Cemal 
Nadir Sokağı may indicate that the bricks were made in one of 
the following periods: $02/3-504/5, i17/18—519/20, 532/3- 
534/5. The cluster Г-ІВ” at the remains on Ismetiye Caddesi 
may correspond to 501/2-505/4, 516/17-518/19, %31/2-533/4, 
and the cluster A-H' at Tokludede Mescidi may refer to 495/ 
6—499/5c0, %т0/11-514/14, 525/16—429/ 40. In the catalogue, 
dates have not been assigned to stamps from Tokludede Mescidi 
that lack indictions, since it is not clear to which of the two 
clusters (if either) they should be ascribed. 


© See pp. 99, 102. 
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Further stylistic analysis 


In the stylistic analysis based on the material in Section 1 of 
Groups 1 and 2, the characteristics of the two Groups were 
discussed in the most general terms. Amongst the material in the 
catalogue as a whole, however, there аге other sets of stamps that 
can be defined on the basis of similarities in appearance. Some of 
these sets are sub-groups of Groups 1 and 2; others are less easy 
го ascribe to either Group т or 2. It is, therefore, necessary to 
provide a description of these stylistic sets, and, whenever 
possible, to attempt to date them. For the sake of convenience, 
the various sets are presented below in the form of a list. 


t. A small number of stamped bricks carry the formula 
DDDNNN or DDDMMU—which is to be interpreted as 
(trinm) dfammorum) n(ostrorum) followed by a tenth or 

-thirteenth indiction (1446-50). Two similar stamps from Rome 
may be noted. The first is rectangular with an аяға to left, and 
reads DDIMIA (CIL xv. 1661). The Constantinian date is 
suggested by its discovery in the Arch at Malborghetto, which 
was probably built by Constantine shortly after his victory of 
312. The second is rectangular and reads DDD/MMM (CTI xv. 
1662). Ап example has been found in the church of 55 Cosmas 
and Damian, which, having been damaged in the fire of 283, was 
repaired by Constantine.” The Constantinopolitan examples 
may, therefore, refer to Constantine I with the Caesars Crispus 
and Constantine (between 317 and 324) or with the Caesars 
Constantine and Constantius (between 326 and 333), or to the 
three emperors Constantine IT, Constantius and Constans (337— 
40). This dating perhaps finds tentative support in the discovery 
of one such stamp in the excavauons at the Baths of Zeuxippos, 
which were inaugurated at the same time as the city itself on 11 
May 330 (1446.12). 

2. In 1950, a series of piers was discovered at the north-west 
corner of the Hippodrome (Fig. 5). These piers formed the outer 
arcade of an ambulatory beneath the tiered seating. Mamboury 
records that the bricks in the piers generally measured 310 x 300 
х%%-бс mm. (5 courses 440—460 mm. high; mortar beds 40-45 
пип. thick). Bricks in the 1,83 m.-thick inner ambulatory wall to 
the east of these piers were of similar size, measuring 300 mm. 
square by о mm. thick’ The remains found in 1950 are to be 
associated with other remains of the north-west flank of the 

! Steinby, L'industria lateruia', 113. De Maria, Archi, 211-12, 244-4. 
* Steinby, L'industria laterizia', 115, 140. 


* Беер. 68, 
4 Ward-Perkins in GP IT, б. 


Hippodrome that had been excavated further to the south-west 
in 1927. The earliest coins found in the 1927 excavations, above 
the floor of yellow clay, were dated to the period 430-491, 
suggesting that the structures found in 1927 and 1950 should be 
ascribed to the Constantinian period.* The original structure of 
the curved end (Sphendone) of the Hippodrome is built of 
bricks of similar size, and is most probably to be assigned to the 
Constantinian period also.* 

The piers discovered іп 1950 had been repaired, Mamboury 
observed, with bricks measuring 260 x 266 x о mm. and 350 х 
340 x so mm." The bricks of the smaller size were marked with 
fingermarks forming a X. In pier no. 6, Mamboury recorded 
bricks with horseshoe-shaped fingermarks measuring 370x350 
x бо mm, They, too, presumably related to a repair to the 
original Constantinian work. 

Bricks stamped with a simple cross were also found during 
the excavations in того (1402.12, b). Stamp 14202.1a, used 
together with fingermarks in a horseshoe shape (1741.22), was 
recorded on a few bricks from the drain below the staircase at 
pier no. 4. The majority of bricks from the drain were of similar 
size (370 х 350 x §5 mm.; 379 x 350 X бо mm.), but lacked the 
stamp, and bore only the horseshoe-shaped fingermarks. The 
crossindicates a date in the Christian period, bur the dimensions 
of the complete bricks so stamped (360 * 355 x 5$ mm.) are not 
compatible with material from Group 1, Section 1 (fifth 
century) (see Table 19), which suggests that they may belong to 
the fourth century- Since the stamp lacks an inscription, was 
used in conjunction with fingermarks, and was discovered along 
with unstamped, fingermarked bricks, it is tempting to suggest 
that it is one of the earliest Constantinopolitan brickstamps. 

3. Some single-line stamps employing the abbreviation 

* For the coins, see Casson et al, Hippodrome 1, 4, 48. The excavators believed 
that stone blocks benéath this clay layer related to che earlier Hippodrome of 
Septimius Severus: Casson et al, Hippodrome І, 4. Duyuran, “Palace of Justice I’, 16 
believed the brick structures dated to the Severan period. 

* Mamboury and Wiegand, Auerpalaste, 41 (although this size of brick is bere 
wrongly ascribed to the later blocking of the arched openings in the outer wall of the 
Sphendone). Кабуа, "Та Иа Boyutlar‘, туз, table т gives the brick dimensions [rom 
the Sphendone as 2907310 mm. long а-ро nim. thick, most frequently 4027312 х 
42-43 mm. Sec also Part I], Ch. 11, sect. 4. 

' The Hippodrome excavations of royo were published very cursorily: sec 
Duyuran, “Palace of Justice I’, 3 5-6 with figs. 6-то, and Mamboury's cross-section 
in Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 69, fig. 47. Some useful unpublished photographs of 
these excavations are in the possession of the Dumbarton Oaks Photograph 


Collection. The details of brick dimensions are recorded in Mamboury's nates inthe 
Deutsches Archiologisches Ensutut, Istanbul. 
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iv(Guctuivec) followed by a numeral, but lacking the abbrevia- 
tion Воц ) before the name, appear to belong to a distinct group. 
The examples recorded so far bear a fourteenth indiction with 
the names Gaf ) ($$2.1a), Корі ) (757-та), Пто( ) (1171.та, Б), 
and Po( ) (1181.14), and are of a distinctive size (350 х 430 x со 
шт. 350 х 330 X45 mm. 340 X 320 X fo mm.; 350 X 340 X ДО 
mm.). Thus they are much smaller than the material in Group т, 
Section 1. These stamps come from the inner wall of the 
ambulatory of the Hippodrome, from masonry above the drain 
beneath the Hippodrome staircase, and from a pentagonal room 
beside the Hippodrome. Their contemporaneity is suggested by 
the fact that they all carry a fourteenth indiction. If the 
Constantinian phase of the Hippodrome is represented by the 
bricks measuring с.зос-3то mm. square x 56-60 mm. thick (see 
2 above), then these bricks presumably come from a repair, 
perhaps in the late fourth or early fifth century. 

4. A number of bricks have stamps with only an indiction 
number followed by a name. There is по ім(бактьбмос) or Bad ) 
abbreviation, and the letters are carved simply, without зегі. 
All the bricks are significantly smaller than the material in 
Section т of Groups т and 2 (see Table 19), measuring 269—312 
mm. square by 32-55 mm. thick. The stamps are stylistically 
close to those in Group 1, but their greater simplicity may 
suggest an earlier date. However, the names l'po( ) and An( h 
which occur on these stamps, are also found on stamps of Group 
1 style in the sample from the Palace of Antiochus (с.429-33). If 
the same individuals are referred to on both types of stamp, then 
the simpler stamps may in fact be no earlier than the beginning 
of the fifth century. The coincidences of names may not, how- 
ever, be significant, and the possibility of a late fourth-century 
date 1s perhaps more likely. The stamps concerned are as 
Follows: 


Name Catalogue number 
"Ал() Зо.та 
"Acx( ) 156.1a 
"Ато() I15.1a 
`Аф() 156.14 
n 234.13 
Гра() 238.1a 
Ат) 269.та, 271.14 
Zo) ала 
Kw() 699.та 


Марі) 9%%та 
Xo ) 1322.Ia 


5. Finds in the court ro the east of the apse of the Theotokos 
in the Chalkoprateia show single-line stamps whose inscrip- 
tions have the abbreviation Вей ) at the beginning of the inserip- 
tion (285.12, 397.12, 425.13, 795.14, 1031.12). There is, however, 
no guide to dating this material, which was not found in sit (see 
Chapter 8, section ас). 

6. Although cruciform stamps and monograms have been 
found exclusively in Group 2, there appears to be a cruciform 


stamp with a monogram that belongs to the fifth century, 
The monogram—either £X (no. 7) or Ё (no. 8), both of which 
clearly refer to the same individual—appears alone in one arm of 
the cross. In the other arms are an indiction dare and name 
abbreviation. 

According to Unger, a brick from the excavations of ruins on 
Saray Burnu (probably a part of the orphanage of 5t Paul) bare 
two stamps: stamp 186.ra, of the cruciform type under dis- 
cussion and bearing the name Boc( ), and stamp 168.1a, of 
typical Group т style and bearing the name Ba ). Both carried 
indiction eleven. The name Bac( ) occurs at St John of Stoudios 
(c.452), but, since it also occurs in the cisterns in Gülhane, dated 
с.422-45 (see Table 13, Section г), it is unlikely to have been in 
use after c.475 (Le. 445 + 39). Thus the presence of 168.1a leaves 
no doubt as to the fifth-century date of 186.14. Similar stamps 
are 944.12, with monogram no. 7 and the name Марі ), and 
1714.12, with a lost name and monogram по. 8. Мар() occurs in 
the samples from Balaban Aga Mescidi and Tokludede Mescidi 
(sample 1), which are both probably best placed in the second 
half of the fifth century.* 

The cruciform stamps with a monogram therefore appear to 
be the earliest stamps of that shape, and also the earliest with a 
monogram. 

The monogram itself—the most prominent letters of which 
are À in the centre, and E and C on opposite sides—has not been 
solved. Clearly, Unger's suggestion that it belongs to the 
Emperor Heraclius cannot be accepted on grounds of date," 
although it may indeed be imperial, given that the stamps also 
carry an abbreviated name that is probably the name of the 
dominus or officinator (compare the late sixth-century tabulae 
ansatae surmounted by a monogram of Maurice (see 11 b 
below))." In the period concerned, the likely imperial candi- 
dates are Marcian and Leo, but neither of these names appears to 
provide the correct solution. 

7. À number of stamps carry a formula in addition to the 
name. A particularly interesting type is circular with the words 
Ө(ко)% yápi placed vertically, and the name and indiction date 
arranged on either side. A large number of these, carrying many 
different names, were discovered together in the ruins near 
Cemal Nadir Sokağı." The stamps from this site are to be dated 
to the sixth century, and possibly to before c.5 3o, if the regnat 
appearance of indictions on the stamps сап be taken as a guide. 
This suggests an early sixth-century date for the type. The 
examples in the caralogue with this formula and a name are as 
follows: 


Мате Catalogue number 
"Ауорастої згла, Б 
"Амалодіою 47. та, b, 48.12, 49.1a 


! See Table 13, pp. 110-11. 

* Unger, "Seraispitze", 18, по. ёа. 

V Far the monograms of Maurice, see р. 47. 
I, Sed pez. 

WU Bep. 
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Name Catalogue number 
"Аттокур 117.14 

Васімкої 192.1a 

Bocropiac тод, та, b, c, d, 194.12, 195.1a 
Arourbou зто.та, 311.14 

Ло» 318.12, 319.1à 

©гобо Ло $18.1a 

Kupiaxoo 777-14 

Kol(vjctavti(vjou 842.та, 345.1 

Agovtiov 858.1a 

Aovyivou 873.1a 

Meryvou 9с8.та, за, за 

Maxaptou 927.12, 928.1a 
Мартиріою 949.та, за, 950.12, 95 I. fà 


Петро» 1112.14, Б, c, za, 1113.14, b 
Сахоброю T21§.1a, 1216,1a 
Tpopipon 1264.12 


Other formulae that appear with a name are Kúpte ПәТ| (ел and 
тўс vége. The former is known only with the name @ndipou 
(1280, 1281, 1282, 1284).? The latter occurs with 'Ayoflovixov, 
"Алі ), Aópivou, and Apocepia. Since the inclusion of these 
formulae generally requires the use of multiple lines of text, 
these stamps are in the style of Group 2 and belong to the sixth 
(and possibly late fifth) century. It is not inconceivable that the 
latter formula 1s also incorporated into monogram nos. 36-7 
(tic vexe ПЕтроу?) (1386, 1387, 1388), which have been found 
in the sixth-century church of St Polyeuktos. 

8. A number of stamps carry a formula alone, and lack any 
name. They are clearly not to be associated with the rigid style of 
stamps in Group 1, Section т, which has been ascribed to the 
fifth century. All such stamps are therefore to be dated to the 
sixth century, or possibly the late fifth century. Some carry 
(а) іубіктибуос, Еубіктібуос, or an equivalent abbreviation, 
with or without any indiction number (1417-45). Others read 
simply (b) тїс véme (1413-16); or carry symbols or invocations 
of religious import, such as (c) Christograms (1396-1401), (4) а 
monogram (no. 6) meaning ў ápe (“Grace [of God]") (1393), 
and formulae like (e) Хр(істбе) vyx(&) (2) (‘Christ conquers!’) 
(1339.12), (В. Коре бе ей (Lord, help!) (1428-12), and 
(в) Єкоб убрис (“Grace of God") (1406-7). 

Similar Christian formulae, without names of persons or 
afficinae, have been found an late stamped bricks from Rome. 
The inscriptions are usually in Latin, such as in nomine dei, spes 
іп Deo (both ascribed to the reign of Theodoric), and vivas, or 
bona vitae. However, the Greek formula Góc Bonüóc (“God 
my helper") has been noted at 5. Croce in Gerusalemme, for 
which Krautheimer suggests а date later than $00.55 

9. Mamboury devoted an article to the dating of 


4 This name is usually accompanied by the wards Kópie fon Oe}. Note the use 
of the genitive Oriyon, rather than the dative Фтубірхв, after Pon Gia (sec Browning, 
Greek, 43). 

H For the interpretation of such stamps, sec p. 24. 

+ See Steinby, L'industria laterizia', 111. section E. 


Constantinopolitan bricks stamped with Christograms. Не 
concluded that they were used during the reigns of Theodosius 
TI (498-56) and Marcian (450—57), “апа that the basic ligature of 
Lor + with X was subsequently elaborated in the sixth century, 
producing the rosettes stamped'on the bricks in 55 Sergius and 
Bacchus. The examples that Mamboury adduced as datable 
come from the Byzantine drains of the Mese (1397.1c), the Land 
Walls (74.14, 377.1a (both of a specific type discussed in section 
та below) ) and Tokludede Mescidi (1398.1a, Ідос.тс, 17c0.1a). 
Unfortunately, the ffth-century dates that Mamboury 
advanced for the bricks from these structures are highly 
questionable. First, several sixth-century bricks from the 
drains suggest that repairs were made to the original fifth- 
century work." Second, the Land Walls were repaired on so 
many occasions that any brick whose context was not recorded 
precisely is almost impossible to date. Finally, although 
Mamboury mentions only the fifth-century material used to 
build Tokludede Mescidi, this mosque has been shown to 
incorporate both fifth- and sixth-century samples of contem- 
porary bricks," and there is no evidence to suggest ta which 
group the bricks stamped with Christograms belong. 
Scylistically, the stamps with Christograms belong to Group 2: 
they are circular in form, and they carry a specific type of mono- 
gram. They can therefore be no earlier than с.475, the earliest 
date at which elements of the Group 2 style may have begun to 
appear. A sixth-century dating is confirmed by the occurrence 
of Christograms on stamps in Group 2, Section г from St 
Polyeuktos, the Justinianic Hagia Sophia, and the ruins near 
Cemal Nadir Sokağı (See Table 14). The rosettes at 55 Sergius 
and Bacchus are irrelevant in this context, since they are in fact 
Turkish rather than Byzantine.” 

то. А particular type of cruciform stamp has a main inscrip- 
uon running along both horizontal arms, and very short vertical 
arms containing parallel inscriptions, one of which appears to 
give the name abbreviation (558, 976, 1437, 1438). The names 
Тау/)ала Mou() have so far been noted. The occurrence of two 
such stamps at St Polyeuktos ($$8.та and 976.12), which appear 
to date to 517/18, suggests an early sixth-century date for this 
Ope 1 в Li Г " 

tt, We may briefly mention once again the three different 
types of stamp carrying the monogram of the Emperor Maurice 
(582-602). 

" Mamboury, 'Chrisme', 462. 

7 See above Table 15, Section 4. 

* For the problems of interpreting the brickstamps from the Land Walls, see 
below pp, 122-5. 

19 See above pp. 81, ga. 

8 ‘Two types of rosette may be seen оп the tiles in the gallery. The tiles are 
hexagonal, and are similar to those used to relay the floors in the galleries of Hagia 
Eirene (sec George, St, Eirene, бі), The two rosetes are illustrared in Mango, 
“Brick Stamps’, 19, fig. 1. Note that Mango's fg. та had previously been published 
(inaccurately) by Gotrwald, "Ziegelstempel', 485, no. 7 and (ассигатеїу) by 
van Millingen, Churches, 79, по, 2. Mamboury, “Chrisme’, 458, nos. 16 and 17 
republishes the drawings of both Gottwald and van Millingen, in the mistaken belief 
that they illustrate different stamps, 

4 See also pp. 47-8, 
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(а) The first is a rectangular stamp with three monograms. 
The first monogram (M, МІ or Т, nos. тт, 41, or 51) gives the 
name of a private individual. The second із a box monogram (Еч, 
no. 32) to ре resolved as ёта, and the third is the imperial mono- 
gram (7,74 or ” поз. 55, 56, ог 57). Of the three initial mono- 
grams that have so far been noted, one (no. 51) can be resolved as 
Оєоромог (1372). | 

(b) The second type isin the form of a tabula ansata contain- 
ing two lines of text, giving a name and an indiction date. A 
roundel surmounting the tabula ansata contains the imperial 
monogram сі» по, $$). The following names appear: 


Name Catalogue number 

Teopyiow 226.12, 2a 

Грпуоріой 2$9.1а,2а 

Алоцшїүдс\ 312.14, 313.12, b, c, 3т4.та‚,БЬ,з1.та, 
316.1a 

@eodociou коц(ттос) зла 

I anion ro28.1a, b, c, d,e 

IIcAou 1056.12, b, 2a 

Tpipavec 1273.Ia 


A similar stamp of this type has а cruciform monogram (“Ї, no. 
59) in the roundel, which, if correctly recorded, appears to 
incorporate the letters IN and A (1114.12). This monogram 
cannot be identified with any emperor of the later sixth century. 

(c) The third type is a large rectangular stamp displaying in 
the centre the same monogram as the second type (no. $$). 
Around this central monogram is inscribed the name and the 
indiction, АП the examples so far discovered name T'eopytou 
ckp( ] (242.14, Н, c). 

12. Another highly distinctive type, of which several 
examples have been recorded, is circular (about 100 mm. in 
diameter) with a central medallion containing a Ж (ог mono- 
gram of I and X) (74.12, 97.14, 377.12, 398.14, 433.12, обла, 
1697. 1a, 1698.12, 1699.1a, 1700.12). The inscription, which runs 
around the central roundel, begins with a cross, and gives the 
name and an abbreviation for іубіктіфуос, The circular shape 
and central monogram indicate that the date is unlikely to be 
earlier than the last quarter of the fifth century. Several examples 
have been found in the Blachernai region, two of them in rhe 
Pteron of the Land Walls, which was the work of Heraclius 


(610-41) (74.18, 377.12, 1698.12, 1699.12). It is therefore con- 
ceivable that these stamps are some of the very last to have been 
used before the so-called Dark Ages. The findspot may nor, 
however, be significant in determining the date, given the exten- 
sive reuse of materials in the original Heraclian work and in the 
later repairs made to it. Also, the dimensions of AM 5 (385 x 369 
x 59 mm., 1699.1a), are closer to those of fifth- and early sixth- 
century material than to those of the late sixth-century bricks 
bearing Maurice's monogram. On the other hand, the absence of 
such stamps from early sixth-century contexts (St Polyeuktos, 
Hagia Sophia, the Baths of Zeuxippos) may be evidence in 
favour of a post-Justinianic date. 

Various Late Roman brickstamps are comparable, being 
circular with a central Christogram: stamps of a Pope John, 
which possibly refer to the earliest Popes with this name, John 1 
(523-25) or John П (533-36); a series of stamps of the imperial 
officina Claudiana;? stamps bearing the legend spes in Перу! 
and stamps of Cassius (NMI Kacctow).® It is suggested that all 
stamps of this style are to be ascribed то the reign of Theodoric. 

13. А similar stamp, with a central Ж, has the letters of the 
inscription between the arms of the star (87.12). A date earlier 
than c.47 5 is most unlikely, but precision is not possible. 

r4. Circular stamps with a cross in the centre and a surround- 
ing inscription are 429.12, b, 778.12, 1235.12, 1702.12. Again, a 
date earlier than с.47% is most unlikely, but precision is not 
possible, 

15. A number of rectangular stamps have a large central 
cross. The letters of the name are arranged in the quadrants, and 
an indiction date is sometimes placed vertically either to the left 
or right of the cross. Most of the examples so far discovered 
bear the name Пётроо. Four forms of cross have been recorded: 
+r, В, Ф, tr. Such stamps have been assigned to Group 2, the 
majority having been found at St Polyeuktos. The earliest Пгтпіу 
dated examples belong to 518/19 (1075.12, 1088.12, b, c, 
1289.12). 


22 Sreinby, "L'industria lacerizia’, 116 (зеспоп B, no. 1695). 

З Steinby, ‘L'industria laterizia', 128-9 (section C, series уда), 

^ Sreinby, 'L'industria larerizia’, 131 (section E). 

= Steinby, 'L'industria laterizia', 134 (section G, np. 2415), 147. See DACL, 1321, 
hg, 1709, sw, Brique. 


г 


СНАРТЕК 11 


Analysis of brickstamps from selected 
remaining sites 


A number of sires that deserve discussion have not yet been zon- 
sidered since, in each case, a sample of contemporary material 
cannot be established easily. In most cases this is becanse only а 
small number of bricks have been found at the site, bezange wery 
few of the stamps that have been found carry ап indiction, or 
because the recorded indictions do not form a clear cluster. 


I. THELAND WALLS 


Constantinople's double line of fortifications, preceded by a 
moat, extended for about 6.5 km. from the Sea of Marmara, in a 
westward-bulging arc, to the Golden Horn.' A decree in the 
Codex Theodosianus attributes the project to the “zeal and fore- 
sight’ of Anthemius; who is also given credit for the under- 
taking in Socrates’ Ecclesiastical History? and in an inscription at 
Orülü Kapı that commemorates repairs made in the second half 
of the fifth century. Anthemius was appointed praetorian 
prefect of the East in 40$ by the Emperor Arcadius. He is last 
attested in the post on 18 April 414, and was replaced by 
Aurelian on 3o December of the same year? Work on the Land 
Walls must have been well underway or complete before 
Anthemius’ deposition if we are to explain the attribution of the 
construction to him. In fact, the decree in the Codex Theo- 
аояапиз, which із dated'4 April 413, confirms that the wall had 
been built (exstructus est), and that work had been completed 
(conpleto opere) in that year? Furthermore, an inscription found 
in 1993, which commemorates repairs made in 447, indicates 
that the original construction lasted for nine years. Taken 
together, the decree and the inscription suggest that work 

! See especially van Millingen, Walls; Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner; 
Foss, ‘Constantinople’, Müller-Wiener, Hildlexikon; 286-407. On the mistaken 
belief that che Theodosian Walls stopped at the Tekfür Sarayı, where they joined 
earlier walls surrounding Region 14, see Mango, ‘Fourteenth Region’, 3. 

* CTR 15. 0.51. 

! Socrates, Ecclesiastical History, 7.1.3. 

! Sec CIL, ili. 739 = Meyer-Plath aud Schneider, Landmaner, 136 по, да; PLRE, 
ii. 930, 5.у. Pusaeus. 

! PLRE, n. 93-5, s.v. Anthemuus 1. 

* As recognised by Holum, Empreses, 89 п. 48. 

"СТЬ 15.1.51. For the interpretation, see Speck, 'Mauerbau', 136 with п. 9 
(accepted by Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 286 and Martindale PLRE, ii. 95) and 
Lebek, 'Landmauer', 113 with n. 6. 


started in 404 or early 405, hence towards the end of Arcadius’ 
reign (395-408), and presumably upon the appointment of 
Anthemius as praetorian prefect in 405.7 [n that case, the project 
should be interpreted as an attempt to ensure the security of 
Arcadius young son, Theodosius, upon the emperor's death,’ 
In the period 405-13, both the inner and outer walls would 
have been erected. For two reasons, it is most unlikely, as 15 


sometimes argued, that the outer wall was a later addition." 


First, the outer wall 15 an essential terrace wall that prevents the 
earth beneath the inner wall from subsiding." Second, the inner 
wall has no loopholes, which clearly demonstrates that the 
presence of the outer wall was crucial to the defence of its lower 
part," 

Under his entry for the year 447, Marcellinus describes an 
earthquake that brought down $7 towers of the city walls.” He 
describes the walls as ‘only recently built in a reconstruction’ 
(muri recenti adbuc reaedificatione construct), by which he 
means that only a few years had passed since the Land Walls had 
been built as a replacement for the older city wall of Con- 
stantine.^ The same earthquake is described by Malalas and the 


1 The inscription is discussed at length by Lebek, 'Landmauer', who gives 
(р. 158) a restoration based on his own interpretation of the historical sources and 
indicates previously suggested readings, Verse 4 begins évvdetee poyiew йустувата 
(he [Theodosms] built it, labouring for nine years’). 

* Ithasbeen proposed, however, that construction was provoked by the advance 
of the Huns across the Danube in the summer of 408, shortly after Arcadius! death 
(Holim, Empreises, 88-39). In that case, the nine-year-long project would have been 
finished in 416, and we would have co suppose that only the shell af the walls was 
complete іп 413 and thar another three years of imernal work remained to be done. 
Socrates, Ecclesiastical History, 7.1.3, mentions the construction of the Land Walls 
at the beginning of his account of Theodosius’ reign. Speck, Mauerbau’, 136-7, 
observing that the reference to the fortifications 15 stylistically awkward and may 
represent a biographical note on Anthemius that Socrates lifted from elsewhere, 
nevertheless deduces from the position of the reference that work began on the 
project soon after 408. This, however, is nora valid conclusion, since the erection of 
the fortifications is not the subject of the passage concerned: their construction is 
mentioned in passing merely to helpthe reader to identify Anthemius. Furthermore, 
the awkward style of the passage might suggest that it did not form part of Socrates’ 


original text. 
5 The argument has been made most recently, and at length, by Lebek, "Land- 
Mauer’. " Lowe this obseryarion to Mr James Crow. 


H Poss, “Constantinople, 4$. Strangely, however, Foss, “Constananople’, 74 
ascribes the outer wall to c.440. The differences in construction techniques may not 
be chronologically significant, however, 

1% Marcellinus, Chronicle, 447.1. 

M Croke, ‘Earthquakes’, 135-6, unconvincingly seggested that Marcellinus ts 
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Synaxarion of Constantinople, which place it on Sunday 26 
January, towards the end of the reign of Theodosius IT." Late in 
the reign of Theodosius (458-50), 26 January fell оп a Sunday in 
the year 447, which confirms the accuracy of the year under 
which Marcellinus describes the earthquake." 

Marcellinus next mentions a serious plague and the invasion 
of Attila.” According to Nestorius, the Hun invasion gave the 
impetus for the rapid restoration of Constantinople’s ruined 
walls," and other sources say that the plague was responsible for 
driving the enemy away from Constantinople." Marcellinus 
records that the city walls that had suffered in the earthquake 
were rebuilt in the same year by the praetorian prefect Con- 
stantine in.just three months.” In reality, the work took only 
two months, as four inscriptions along the Land Walls and the 
text of the Patria confirm?! The discrepancy most probably 
results from an error that has crept into the text of Marcellinus 
during its transmission, and there is no need to assume that 
Constantine undertook two building campaigns in 447, one of 
three months, the other of two." 


réferring to the construction of the Sea Walls, which had been laid out, if the 
Chronicon Paschale, 583 is to be trusted, in 439. For Lebek's untenable explanation 
nf the теле гана, see n. 16. 


З Malalas, Chronicle, 14.22 (ed, Thurn 284-5), Synaxarion of Constantinople 
425.1-10. 

* Dfollow Croke, Earthquakes’ 132-1. Lebek, “Landmauer’, 124-7, argues that 
Malalas and the булахатол describe an earthquake on Sunday, 26 January 441. Не 
believes that chis quake necessitated Constantine's repairs in 447 (as described hy 
Marcellinus, Chronicle, 447.3), and that Marcellinus, Chronicle, 447.1 refers to an 
earthquake on 6 November 447 (as recorded in the Chronicon Paschale, 586) that 
damaged the recently repaired walls (thus providing an explanation for Marcellinus’ 
description of the walls as muri recenzi adhuc resedificatione constructi). However, 
Marcellimus, Chronicle, 447.1, Malalas, Chronicle, 14.22 (ed. Thurn 284-4), and 
Зупаханіой 424.1719 all clearly refer to the same earthquake, which must therefore 
be dated to Sunday, 26 January 447; and there were no quakes on 26 January 441 ог 
on 6 November 447: the Chronicon Paschale, 586 has confused the celebrations 
commemorating the earthquake of Sunday, 26 January 447 with those marking the 
eruption of Vesuvius on 6 November 472, when ash fell on Constantinople (Croke, 
"Earthquakes", 140-4). 

7" Marcellinus, Chronicle, 447.1-2. 

" Bazaar of Heracleides, 367-8, Croke, "Eartliquakes", 138. 

" Croke, ‘Earthquakes’, 139. 

9 Marcellinus, Chraricle, 447.5. 

B CIL, iiL 734; Palatine Anthology 9-690, 691; Lebek, 'Landmauer’, 133; Patria 
2.58 (ed, Preger, 182). The Patria 1.73 (ed. Preger, туо) also alleges that the prae- 
torian prefect Constantine reconstructed the Sea Walls linking the ends of 
Constantine's land wall co the respective ends of Theodosius’ land wall. This is not 
impossible, since the Chronicon Paschale, $83 states that the Sea Walls had been 
erected in 439. It is often suggested that the construction of the Sea Walls may have 
been undertaken by Cyrus of Panopolis, to whom the Land Walls are wrongly 
ascribed in some late texts (eg. Theophanes, Chronicle, Ам $937). Croke asserts 
(Earthquakes, 134 with п. $5) tha: Constantine's repair го the Sea Walls is 
confirmed by a lost inscription trom Yeni Карі mentioned by van Millingen (Walls, 
182). But Mango (Développement, 25 n. 12; "Shoreline", 2 п, 27) points our thar this 
inscription never existed, and is simply a doublet of that on Yeni Mevlevihane Kap, 
Mango is doubtful thar the Sea Walls were built in 449, since there seems to have 
been no fortification along the Golden Horn during the siege of 636. The only brick- 
stamps recovered from the Sea Walls in the area thar allegedly existed m che fifth 
century were found by Mamboury on 18 June 1926 during the demolition of the tap 
4 metres of a stretch of wall about 280 m, long between Коса Mustafa Pasa railway 
station (Samatya) and агі: Карі (435.12, 656.12, 849.12), and also at Магі Карі 
itself (132.ra, 295.12, Goo.re, 1293.1d, 1376. 1a). 

з Lebek,'Landmauer', 127 has argued that damage caused to the inner wallin 441 
was repaired by Constantine during three months in the first half of 447. Having 
completed this work, he suggests, Constantine built the outer wall de пото іп бс 


А Greek inscription from the Polyandrion Gate (Yeni 
Mevlevihane Карі), which is preserved in the Palatine Antho- 
logy, proclaims that Constantine built ‘a wall with a wall’ or ‘a 
wall for a wall’ (zetyzt теїхос). Although this has often been 
taken to mean that Constantine added the outer wall to the 
existing inner wall,” it seems most unlikely that the construc- 
tion of such an extensive fortification could have been com- 
pleted de novo in just two months. The phrase may simply mean 
that Constantine built a wall using, or upon, the ruins of the old 
опе 

The inscription found in front of tower 20 of the inner wall in 
1995 also concerns the repairs made by Constantine in 447.75 It 
tells how the strong emperor, toiling for nine years, had built the 
towering inner wall (óynAov то... vov) in his earlier years, It 
then states һе er[ected 2) so great a circuit fora second timein бо 
cycles [of the sun)’. There is no reference in the preserved text 
to the outer wall;” indeed, given the evidence from the literary 
sources, ir would appear that the inscription simply contrasted 
the nine-year-long construction of the towering inner wall with 
the miraculous reconstruction of its entire length in just 6o days, 
following the earthquake of 26 January 447. 

Since the inscription concentrates on the construction and 
repair of the inner wall, it is possible that this wall suffered more 
severely than the outer wall in the earthquake. The fact thar the 
inscription was discovered about 140 m. south of Belgrat Kapı, 
in front of tower 20, adds more weight to Croke's argument that 
the damage caused to the Land Walls in 447 was concentrated in 
their southern part? 

Thus the literary sources and the epigraphical evidence 
provide little support for the theory that Constantine built the 
outer wall in 447, although he may have repaired it in addition to 
the inner wall. This brings us to the issue of the ‘double wall’ 
(duplex murus) mentioned in the Notitia Urbis Constantino- 
politanae. If this does indeed refer to the double Land Walls 


(rather than to both the Land Walls and the old Constantinian 


wall ar even to the Constantinian walls alone, if they were 


days. He does not explain why the repairs took à month longer than the erection of 
the entire outer wall, 


4 Lebek, "Landmauer', 132-3. 

М Speck, "Mauerbau', 161-2 n. 44. In an attempt to explain the phraseology, 
Croke "Earthquakes", 136 adduces an incredible story in the Райта 2.58 (ed. Preger, 
182), which states that the restoration work was organized in such а way that the 
Blue and Green circus factions worked from the Blachernai and the Golden Gare 
respectively, and met at the Polyandrion Gare, The story, as C. Mango points out to 
me, was invented to explain the name Polyandrion Gate, which the author believed 
ta mean "Gate of Many Men’, but which m fact means "Cemetery Gate" (Mango, 
Développement, 47-4). Iris possible that the tale was inspired by the curious word- 
ing of the inscription ar the Polyandrion Gate, On che reliability of this tale, see 
Dagron, Адиатсе, 356-7 (who suggests how the circus factions may have become 
written into the story) and Cameron, Circus Factions, 111-12. 

2 Lebek, ' Landrnauer', гої, 138. 

* (6) пар б Beótrpov йй On тірі баби" Erf piov] —(7) Екол 
Әрісі кбкдам тосом Tip. [ "However, he, lor a second ume—which really [is an 
even greater] marvel—4ecr[ecred?] so great a circuit in бо cycles." 

7 Lebek's interpretation of the historical texts, however, leads him to conjecture 
Че npógparyua] (line т) and кову zácov tjpp[oczv EE) (line 7). 


а 


P Croke, "Earthquakes", 135. 
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double),” the reference provides a terminus post quem of 413, 
not 447, for the Notitia’s composition.” Whatever the correct 
interpretation of this designation, itis clear that there is no good 
reason to reject the dating parameters for the Notitia established 
on other grounds by Speck: 424/4-q27."' 

The Latin inscription of Pusaeus (possibly the consul of 467) 
at Oriilii Карі suggests that repairs were made to the Land Walls 
under Leo [ (457-74), but whether these were repairs to the gate 
alone or were more extensive is uncertain." Much of Constan- 
unople's ‘inner wall’ is said to have been brought down in an 
earthquake under Zeno (474-91) on 25 September 478." 
Although Whitby has suggested that this refers to the Land 
Walls, the unspecihed outer walls being the Thracian 
(Anastzsian') Long Walls," it would seem more likely that the 
sources are distinguishing between the Land Walls and the old 
Constantinian wall further го the east, and that it was this latter 
wall that was damaged.” 

In the sixth century, under Justinian, earthquakes damaged 
the Land Walls in 554 (at the Golden Gate) and in 557 (between 
the Golden Gate and the Polyandrion Gate}, but no repairs are 
attested by the sources or by inscriptions. It is possible that 
Justinian paid no attention to the fortifications (and Procopius 
allegations about Justinian’s neglect of the public welfare might 
be taken to support the suggestion). Repairs were perhaps not 
undertaken until the accession of Justin П (565—758), who is 
known from an inscription on the Polyandrion Gate to have 
restored the outer wall.* The next and last work recorded in the 
period that concerns us is the construction of the Wall of 
Heraclius in бау. This new wall brought the church of the 
Theotokos in Blachernai within the city’s fortifications.” 


п Porthe possibilities, sec Mango, Développement, 46 with n. 57. 

№ | ерек, ‘Landmauer’, 150—3 argues fora terminus post quem in 447. 

У Speck, "Mauerbau, 144-55. Berger, ‘Regionen’, 350-1 attempts to reconcile 
Speck's dating of the Nottie with Lebek’s Бушту argument. 

CLL, iii 733. 

5. Anecdota Cramer, Й. 112, 11-18. Theophanes, Chronicle, һы poyo (ed. de Boor 
124-6). Cedrenus, 1. 613. Whitby, "Long Walls’, ўст. 

м Whitby, "Long Walls’, £74. 

З For rhe survival of the Constantinian wails, see Theophanes, Chromefe, am 
боҙ, who mentions damage to both the Constantinian walls and the Land Walls in 
the quake of Friday, 19 October 557, Sec also Mango, Développement, 24-5. Lf the 
‘inner wall’ brought down in 478 is che Constantinian wall, then the sources on the 
quake of 473 cannot be used to support the case for the existence of the Thracian 
Long Wall in che fifth century (contrary to Whitby, “Long Walls', ууо-у). In this 
context, it may also be pointed out thar although the Life of Daniel tbe Stylite and 
Malchus (both fifth-century) make reference to a "Long Wall’ without any mention 
of the Chersonese, we would be quite unjustified in concluding, on the grounds of 
sixth-century terminology, that they must be referring to the Thracian Long Wall 
[contrary to Whitby, "Long Walls’, jéo-3, уус). For, assuming for argument's sake 
thar the Thracian Long Wall had not been built in the fifth century, these sources 
would have had no need го specify che location of the Long Wall they had in mind— 
it could only have been the Chersonese Long Wall. Fortunately for Whithy's case, 
his analysis of the events described in the two fifth-century sources ("Long Walls’, 
163-9) constitutes rather stronger evidence in favour of the existence of the Thracian 
Long Walls in the fifth century. 

^ "Theophanes, Chronicle, AM 6046 (Saturday, 15 August $54), AM боо (Friday, 
19 October 157). З Procopius, Secret History, 9.7—8, 11.3, 19.6. 

М Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmanser, туз, mscription no. 34. Poss, "Can- 
stantinople", r2 n. ғо has been unable to identify this repair. 

9 Chronicon Paschale, 627. 


The number of stamped bricks recorded from the Land Walls 
15 ппу in proportion to the scale of the fortifications, and the 
documentation does not reliably indicate whether bricks were 
found loose or ін situ, and if in situ, in what kind of masonry, 
This, and the large number of occasions on which the walls were 
damaged and repaired (as testified by the many visible masonry 
styles anchinscriptions), means that we cannot reasonably expect 
to solve the complex building history of this monument at 
present. The brickstamps of Group 1 (fifth-century) style, 
whatever their findspot, are considered in Table 23; but there is 
absolutely no guarantee, given the constant repairs to the walls, 
that stamps bearing the same indiction number relate to the 
same cycle. 

The period of the original construction (cqos—April 413) 
corresponds to indictions I'-IA . It is surprising, therefore, that 
few stamps have been discovered that bear indictions A—Z". 
Some of the stamps with indictions НТА? may, however, have 
been manufactured in the years 409/10-412/13, 

Constantine's repairs were undertaken during two months 
after the earthquake of 26 January 447, hence in indiction IE’. It 
is again surprising that little material bearing this year number 
has been discovered. Perhaps the speed with which repairs were 
undertaken necessitated the reuse of material from the ruined 
walls themselves or much stockpiled material, The latter possi- 
bility might help to account for the large number of bricks with 
indictions ІВА”, 

Bricks with indictions B' and I” would appear to relate to a 
repair. It is not impossible that some of the bricks were made 
following the earthquake in the reign of Zeno оп 25 September 
478 (indiction B^). If so, they would be the latest dated brick- 
stamps of the fifth century. 

Given the small sample of stamped bricks and the uncertainty 
as to whether the bricks relate to original work or to much later 
repairs that employed fifth-century material, it would be best 
not to place much emphasis on the material we possess. The 
historical survey presented above may at least serve as a basis for 
future discussion should new material from the fortifications 
come го light. 


TABLE 23. Frequency of indictions on bricks assigned to the 
fifth century from the Land Walls 


Indiction Catalogue numbers 


AC 496.1b, 716.1a 

158.12, 594.1b, 797.04, 987.12, 1458.12, 14 59. 1a 
744.13, 1234.13, 1461.12, 1462.13 

1465.12 


& 


A oh m tj c 


1187.1a 

655.12 

76.1a (several), 172.12, 1323.12, 1620,1a 
449.12, 762.12, 888. 1a, 1295.1c 

718.12, 750.22, 548.12, 897.3, 1292.12 


ur 
м. 


ч 
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Indiction Catalogue numbers 


IA" 217.12, $47.12, 1484.12, 1626,12 

IB 4 5.13, 715.23, 719.12, 752.12, b, 879.12, b, 1486.12, 
1487.1a 

IT" 382.12, 656.1, 854.12, 984.12, 1142.13, 1189.12 

А" 767.1а, 1204.12, 1288. 1a, 149бла 

ШЕ” 1501.12 

I] 1$27.1a 

JI $49.12, б4б.та„ 8до.та 

АГ 1$1$.їа 

ІК 638.14 


2. EUDOKIA'S CHURCH OF ST POLYEUKTOS 


The first six lines of the dedicatory epigram from Anicia 
Juliana’s church of St Palyeuktos inform us that the Empress 
Eudokia, wife of Theodosius II (458-50), had been the first to 
build a church in honour of the martyr." Although the precise 
location of Eudokia's church is not mentioned, and itis not even 
certam that it was in Constantinople, it may reasonably be 
assumed that Juliana built her church very close to, or even on 
the same site as, her great-grandmother's church.” 

The date of Eudolkia's church may, perhaps, be fixed more 
firmly from our sources. Eudokia married Theodosius II on 7 
June 421* and had retired from the court certainly by early 443 
(for the date, see below), These dates are therefore the termini 
for the construction of her church. But Eudokia is unlikely to 
have built her church until the saint’s relics had been secured.” 
According to the account of an anonymous English pilgrim who 
visited the city in the eleventh century," Polyeuktos' head was 
still housed in Juliana’s church, but the date at which the relics 
arrived in Constantinople is uncertain.” 

It is possible that it was Eudokia herself who brought the 
relics to Constantinople, since she set out on a pilgrimage to 
Palestine soon after the marriage of her daughter Licinia 
Eudoxia to Valentinian ІП on 29 October 457." She arrived in 
Jerusalem only а few weeks after Melania, whom she intended 
to meet there." After the death of her uncle Volusian in 


V Palatine Anthology 1.12. 1-6. 

© Harrison's translation in the excavation report ("The empress Eudocia . . was 
the first to build here a temple to the divinely inspired Polyeukros' (Saraghane 1,6)) 
appears corrected in Harrison, Temple, 13, where the word ‘here’ is omitzed. 

? PLRE,ii. 408-9, s.v. Aclis Eudocia (Athenais) 2. 

^ We may поте, however, that Justinian built his church of 55 Peter and Paul 
before writing to the Pape for their relics (see Bardill, ‘Sergius and Bacchus’, т), 
Furthermore, astory, probably apocryphal, but not unrealistic, tells how the consul 
Aurelian built a martyrem of St Stephen, but failed to obtain any of the saint's relies 
(tee Mango, ан Шая”, 122). 

^" Mercati Anonymous 27, Text and папвідціоп in Harrison, Saraghane 1, rale). 

* Harrison, Sarachane L у. 

“ Marriage: PLAE, ü. ала, зм. Licinia Eudoxi >. Pilprimage: Socrates, 
Ecclesiastica! History, 7.47; Life of St. Melinis the Younger 46; Theophanes, 
Chronicle, ast $945; Hunt, Pilgrimage 111713; Holum, Empresses, 183-9. Holum 
has the preferable chronology. 

7 fife of St, Melania the Younger 46-8, 


Constantinople on 6 January, Melania had remained in the city 
for 4o days in mourning and had then braved winter storms to 
reach Jerusalem in time for Easter. Thus it is probable that 
Melania left Constantinople in late February 438, and that 
Eudokia followed her early in the next month." When Eudokia 
reached Antioch, she delivered ап address to the senate, and her 
visit was commemorated with a bronze statue." In Jerusalem, 
she attended the dedication of a shrine to house the relics of St 
Stephen (15 May 438), meta monophysite archimandrire named 
Barsaurna, whose cloak she acquired, and prayed at Christ's 
empty tomb in the Resurrection Church. Eudokia returned to 
Constantinople with Barsauma's cloak and relics of St Stephen 
(although she left the saints foot at his church at Euchaita).! 

If the rise of Eudokia's protégé, the poet Cyrus of Panopolis, 
was a result of her triumphal return to Constantinople, she 
probably returned early in 439. In that year, Cyrus, then city 
prefect, was also appointed to the prefecture of the East, some- 
time between 26 November and 6 December. Cyrus is also 
recorded as consul in the East (without a colleague in East or 
West) іп 441, and as holding the distinction patrzcius.? Cyrus’ 
fall from power was instigated by the palace eunuch 


- Chrysaphius. By the time һе had reached the place of his exile 


(Cotyaeum in Phrygia) either in autumn 441 or early 443," his 
patroness Eudokia had been accused of adultery and had with- 
drawn то the Holy Land. Henceforth, Eudokia lived in 
Jerusalem, where, in 460, she died and was buried in the church 
of St Stephen, which she had rebuilt during her exile. 

There is no evidence to suggest that Eudokia obtained St 
Polyeuktos’ relics whilst on her pilgrimage, but given the desire 
of the imperial family to obtain the best relics, Eudokia по doubt 
returned to Constantinople with more than the bones of St 
Stephen, and it is possible that whilst she was in Antioch or 
Jerusalem she was givenalleged relics of St Polyeuktos. There is, 
however, some reason to think that Eudokia may have sent 
relics го St Polyeukeos to Constantinople after her withdrawal 
to the Holy Land. In about 455, St Euthymius persuaded 
Eudokia to convert from monophysitism to Chacedonian 
orthodoxy. Euthymius' birth, which had coincided with the 
death of the heretical Emperor Valens and the accession of 
Theodosius I, had been foretold in a vision to his parents at the 
shrine of St Polyeuktos. It is at least conceivable that Eudokia 
sent relics of St Polyeuktos to Constantinople in honour of her 


"5 Life af Sr, Melania the Younger 16-9, 

9 Clark, Melon, 133-4 argues fora deparmurc in 437, pointing out that Easter in 
thar year fell on 11 April, whereas in 438 it fell somewhat earlier, on 27 March. She 
neglects, however, Holum's observation (Empresses, 183-4 n. 39) that Eudokia did 
not depart until after the wedding of 29 October 437. 

% Evagrius, Church History, 1.30. Chronicon Paschale, 585 (incorrect year). 

ii Оп Stephen's relies, see Theodore Anagnostes, Church History, 2.64; 
Marcellinus Comes, Chronicle, 439; Hunt, Pilgrimage, 255; Holum, Empresses, 
rié—9; Clark, ‘Hores’, 145, 20-2. 

3 PERE п. 336-739, 5. FL Taurus Seleucus Cyrus у. For the length of Cyrus’ city 
prefecture, see Alan Cameron, ‘Empress and Poet’, 257-8 and Holum, Empresses, 
189-91. 

* Alan Cameron, ‘Empress and Poet’, 257-8. Holum, Eonpresses, 190. 

^ Alan Cameron, “Empress and Poet’, 263. Holum, Empresses, 193 n. £1. 
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teacher and of her conversion. Furthermore, we know that at 
about this time (probably between 451 and 453) the relics of St 
Stephen that Eudokia had brought to Constantinople in 439 
were seized by her rival Pulcheria and deposited in the church of 
St Laurence in Pulcherianai. Is it possible that a church dedi- 
cated to St Stephen by Eudokia on her return from the Holy 
Land in 439 was rededicated to St Polyeuktos soon after 45 527 

Whether Eudokia’s church was originally dedicated to St 
Polyeuktos or St Stephen, the construction of her church should 
probably be placed in the period berween her return from her 
pilgrimage in early 439, and her retirement, which took place 
shortly before Cyrus’ fall in the autumn of 441 or in early 445. 
Unfortunately, however, construction during the years pre- 
ceding her pilgrimage, 421-37, cannot certainly be ruled out. 

Several walls found on the site of the excavations of Anicia 
Juliana’s church of St Polyeuktos were clearly earlier than the 
sixth century. The two that were aligned with the southern 
walls of what is thought to be a baptistery, and which were 
apparently part of a building that determined the orientation of 
Juliana's church, were associated with pottery of the early or 
mid-fifth century. But, as Harrison points out, no evidence 
exists to associate these walls with Eudokia's church." Other 
fifth-century structures and architectural fragments were found 
in the underpass cutting," and fragments of fifth-century 
mosaic decoration were discovered in the atrium and the crypt 
of the sixth-century church. The coins found on the site 
included a number from the fourth and fifth centuries, and just 
three from the reign of Theodosius I.” A number of small 
marble heads from the church excavation perhaps also belong to 
the fifth century, and Harrison was concerned to explain how 
these pieces had apparently come to adorn Anicia Juliana's 
church." Is it possible that they had previously adorned 
Eudokia's edifice? 

Seven stamps in the sample from St Polyeuktos have been 
shown on stylistic grounds to belong to the fifth century (Table 
14, Section 4: 216.1a, 347.12, 633.1a, 885.1a, 938.1a, 983.14, 
1201.14). It may be noted that the thicknesses of the bricks bear- 
ing stamps 347.1a (? х? x so-6o mm.), 633.1a (370 x ? x 51-55), 
938.1a (370 x ? x 50-60) and 885.1a (380 x ? x 47-55) are con- 
siderably greater than would be expected for sixth-century 
material (see Table 19). Six of the stamps (216.1a, 347.12, 633.14, 
885.12, 938.1a, 1201.12) carry consecutive indictions 7/, НӨ”, 
I’. This helps to confirm that they do not relate to the sixth- 
century church of Ánicia Juliana, since their indictions fall 


% On Eudokia and Euthyrmius, see Mundell Mango, ‘Review’ and Cyril of 
Skythopolis, Life of St. Euthymius, 2, yo, 35. On the possibility of rededication, see 
Magdalino, Ожог, 98-64. 

* Harrison, Saraçhane 1, 15-18, 112. Hayes, Saraçhane П, 92-4, deposits 7-13, 

Y Harrison, Temple, 70-1. з Harrison, Temple, 11-15, 111. 

м Harrison, Saraçhane I, 182-5. ^ Hendy, ‘Coins’, 278. 

^ Harrison, Saraçhane I, 157-60, 418. 

9 This suggestion was made by Harrison and Firath in a preliminary report on 
the excavations but not repeared in the final report (‘Saraghane ТУ", 277). 

9 The provenance was recorded for anly brick no. 647, which was found in level 
no. гооо“, and bore stamp 347.12. 


between the two main clusters identified on the sixth-century 
material (ВЕ and IA -IA^). We cannot be certain that these 
bricks relate to Eudokia's church, but, assuming Anicia Juliana's 
church was built on the same site, it is not unlikely that bricks 
from the earlier church would have been reused in the new 
building. Furthermore, it seems unlikely to be coincidence that 
these indictions could correspond precisely to the period 438/9- 
441/2, which appears to be the most appropriate time for the 
construction of Eudokia's church. Nevertheless, since we can- 
not rule out the possibility that Eudokia built her church before 
her pilgrimage, it is not inconceivable that the indictions indi- 
cate the years 423/4—426/7, shortly after Eudokia's marriage to 
Theodosius II. The names in Group 1, Sections 1 and 2 that 
occur on the stamps apparently from Eudokia's Polyeuktos are 
Ao ) (347.12), Map( ) (938.та), Ле( ) ог Ao( ) (885.12), Cal ) 
(1201.12) (see Table 13). Ao ) occurs at the Palace of Antiochus; 
and it has already been suggested that the name Caf ) was used in 
the period 426-62.“ This information does not, however, help 
us to determine which of the two sets of dates is the more likely. 

In the catalogue, the fifth-century stamps 216.1a, 347.12, 
635.1a, 885.12, 938.1a, and 1201.1а have been assigned dates іп 
the period 438/9-441/2 with the possibility of dates in the 
period 423/4-426/7. 


3. THE HEXAGON IN GÜLHANE 


Almost directly east of Hagia Sophia, on the slope descending 
from the acropolis towards the Sea of Marmara, and about тоо 
m. inside the Sea Walls are the remains of a hexagonal Byzantine 
structure with a marble pool at its centre (Fig. то). The building, 
which was excavated by French troops under the direction of 
R. Demangel and E. Mamboury between 1921 and 1923," con- 
sisted of five apses arranged around a hexagonal room that was 
entered from the north-west through a doorway in its sixth 
side. The apses measured between 6.02 and 6.08 m. wide by 
3-97-4.03 m. deep.^ In front of the doorway was а sigma-plan 
entrance portico enclosing a semicircular area paved with slabs 
of Proconnesian marble. Leading down into the marble pool on 
two sides were steps, and surrounding it were twelve regularly 
distributed mortices, indicating that it was originally covered by 
a canopy supported by twelve octagonal columns.” Beneath 
this pool was an earlier octagonal pool of brick, which is 
apparently contemporary with the hexagonal hall. 

The foundations of the hexagon were of stone blocks, and 
above this the walls were built in regular courses of brick 
measuring about 370-380 mm. square by 50 mm. thick. The 
thickness would appear to favour a fifth-century date (see Table 


^ Seep. rro. 

* Demangel and Mamboury, Малралез, 81-111. See also Mathews, Survey, 
200-4, Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 42-3. 

* Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 82 with nn. 2-3. 

“ Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 86-7. 

* Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, гоо, fig. 1145 102, fig. 117; 104. 
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19). The portico, being somewhat misaligned with the hall, was 
believed to be a later addition, contemporary with the marble 
pool, whose alignment it shares.’ Above its stone foundations, 
the portico had walls of alternating brick and stone. Bricks taken 
from the rear wall of the portico are reported to have been some- 
what larger than those in the hexagon—420 x 400 x 50 mm. and 
400 х 380 x ṣo mm. on average." An Ionic impost capital,” 
believed to have been located at the springing of an arch opening 
into one of the hexagon's niches,” dates to the mid- or late fifth 
century;'* and activity on the site in the late fifth century is 
confirmed by a copper coin of Anastasius I (491-518)." About 
40 m. south-east of the hexagon, a Byzantine water source was 
discovered. This was aligned with the axis of the hexagon, and 
with two Turkish fountains, one north-west of the hexagon, and 
another in the Sea Walls south of Incili Köşkü.” 

Naumann and Belting point out the close parallels between 
the Gülhane hexagon and the Palace of Antiochus, and conclude 
that the two structures were built at about the same time. They 
suggest that the Gülhane hexagon was a model for the Palace of 
Antiochus, the latter using the same form, but ina bolder, more 
harmonious way as a free-standing structure." However, since 
the sigma-plan portico is apparently a later addition to the 
Gülhane hexagon, the similarities between the two structures 
should not be overstated. 

Long before the excavation of the area around the marble 
pool, Mordtmann and van Millingen had suggested, on the basis 
of topographical information preserved in texts and early views 
of the city, that the structures belonged to the shrine of the 
Theotokos Hodegetria, where there was a holy water source.” 
The topographical indications are not precise, however,” and 
Wulzinger proposed instead that the hexagon might have been 

^ Demange! and Mamboury, Мапдатег, 8). The hexagon is case no, 71 ід 
Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett, ‘Construction’. Their unpublished dara tables show 
that in Analysis 6(3), the structure was assigned to the fifth century (group 1) with a 
probability X/C of 0.9450 and С/Х of o.9867. 

ч an , Manganes, 87-5. 

^ Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, go nn. 3-4, 104, Бе. 120. 

З Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 85, 94, 107, fig, 125, 108, fig, 126. 

" Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 85. 

^ "The capital may be compared directly with mid-fifth-cenrury examples from St 
John of Stoudios in Istanbul, Basilica A at Nea Anchialos, and St Leonidas at 

inth-Lechaion. See Yegül, ‘Capitals’, 267-5, figs. 21-3. The capital from the 
ayasma (Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 92, fig. 103, 106, fig, 121), decorated 
on only the pulvinus, with the exception of a cross on the impost, may be compared 
with the Justinianic capitals from Hagia Eirene in Istanbul and 5: John of Ephesus. 
Sce Y egül, ‘Capitals’, 269-70, figs. 31-2. Kautzsch, Kaprtellstudien, 167. 

^ Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 94, 109, fig. 127. 

М Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 77, 81, 92, fig, 103. 

” Naumann and Belting, Exphemuskirche, 43-4. 

" Mordtmann, Esquisse, 91-2. Van Millingen, Walls, 257-9. For details of the 
shrine: Janin, Eglises, 199-207; Majeska, Russian Travelers, 363-6. 

" For the Buondelmonti maps, see Gerola, 'Buondelmont', esp. Bibliotheque 
Nationale 2385 and Rossiano 702. For the topographical indications in texts, see 
Majeska, Russian Travelers, 138-9, 362-3 (Russian Anonymous: on the right when 
going east from Hagia Sophia towards the sea), 182-3, 363 (Zosima: near Hagia 
Sophia, and reached before St Lazarus on the route to St George Мапрала); Mercati 
Anonymous, ed. Ciggaar, 249 (between the Great Palace, Hagia Sophia, and the sea); 
Cantacuzenos 1.59 (оп the road fram Hagia Sophia to St George Mangana); Patria, 
ed. Preger 2.292, 14; 2.294-95 (between the Tzykanisterion of the Great Palace and 
the Mangana), 


an annexe of St Lazarus, from which it would follow that t 
Hodegetria shrine was located further south, near the terrace 
the military hospital.” Schneider, on the other hand, consider. 
that the hexagon would better be identified with one of t 
fifteen private baths listed by the Notitia in Region I of the city 
Following the excavation of the site, however, Demangel ai 
Mamboury returned to the original identification.” In suppe 
of their case, they pointed in particular to the discovery of г 
front half of a bronze reliquary cross that depicted the Virg 
bearing the Christ child on her left arm—iconography typical 
the Virgin Hodegetria.? The identification was accepted 1 
Mathews, who attempted to argue that the centralized arct 
tectural form chosen for this source of holy water could be us: 
to visualize the Octagon of St Stephen in Daphne, despite t 
fact that the latter was not in fact the site of a holy spring." 

It would appear from the sources, however, that t 
Hodegetria shrine was located on the right-hand side of a stre 
which led directly eastwards from Hagia Sophia. If so, it sto 
in the coastal strip of land to the east of the Great Palace, ai 
much further south than the Gülhane hexagon. Indeed, 
panorama of Constantinople in the Düsseldorf Liber insularu 
shows a church labelled ‘Santa Maria’ close to the sea shore ai 
just inside the Topkapi Saray: fortification. Such a locatii 
would explain how, in 120r and 1346, troops managed to rea 
the heart of the imperial palace by passing through tl 
monastery grounds.” As a result, we should perhaps assum 
with Schneider, that the structures іп Gülhane belonged to о! 
of the fifteen private baths known to have been located 
Region I; or, with Müller-Wiener, thar the structures belong 
to one of the palaces in that region.™ 


© Wulzinger, Baudenkmäler, 44, 46. 
" Schneider, Byzanz, 90. Notitia nrbis Constantinopolitanae, ti. 17: Balm 
мар 


privatas 4. 

= Demange! and Mamboury, Мапрамез. In response, Schneider argued th 
although the Gülhane hexagon might have been an ayasma at a late dare, іп 
original form it was certainly a bath or nymphacum. He proposed that the simi 
hexagon of the Palace of Antiochus may also originally have been a bath build 
adducing the drop in ground level at the centre of the hexagon and a drain Ісай 
out through the northern niche (but admitting that no trace of a hypocaust had be 
found) (“Euphemia-Martyrion’, 257-8). This evidence has, however, been reject 
by Naumann and Belting, Euphemiakirebe, уу. Schneider further argued that t 
original brick pool in the Gilhaneh п could not belong toa fifth-cenrury fou 
dation on the grounds that the later marble pool was itself of fifth century daté. | 
observed that the marble blocks display anathyrosis, and asserted that this feature 
known in Constantinople only at the Golden Gate, dated, according to him, to t 
fifth-century. Leaving aside the fact that Golden Gate is to be dated to the reign 
Theodosius I (see Bardill, ‘Golden Gate’), anathyrosis was a technique of lo 
standing for which termini cannot be established given the lack of dated sto 
monuments in Constantinople, 

9 Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 97-8, 109, fig. 129. A lead seal was al 
found bearing on its reverse four lines of text, which Demangel and Mambou 
tentatively restored as referring to the monastery of the Hodegoi. 

* Mathews, "Églises palatiales’, 22-24 with strong objections from Мал 
'Sergius and Bacchus IT', удо. 

5 Barsanti, ‘Buondelmonti’, 226-7, fig. 59; Berger, Patria, 377-8. 

" Miller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 42. For an attempt to establish the boundaries 
the regions of the city on the basis of a hypothetical linear street plan, see Berg 
‘Regionen’, esp. 353 and, on the Gülhane hexagon, 368. 
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The brickstamps 
Locations 


Mamboury associates most of the material that was recovered 
with the hexagon (161.14, 382.22, за, 383.14, 22, 404.12, 387.10, 
$66.1a, 8%о.1а, 1645.1а, 1653.ta), but some with the water 
source (569.12, 729.1a, 1106.22, 1200.14) or with debris near the 
hexagon (827.1a, 1119.1c, 1200.ла). 


Indictions 
TABLE 24. Frequency of indictions on bricks from the 
Giilhane hexagon . е? 


Indiction Catalogue numbers 





-.---. 


мо та > 


Ir 382.22, за 

ІД 583.12, 2а, 404.12, 729.12, 850.12, 1653.10 
ТЕ" 569. та, 1220.12 

ГІ 1645.1a 

A'orAl тбіла 

lost/none 437.1, $66.12, 827.12, 1106.32, 1119.1с 


The sample of material is admittedly small, but there is an appar- 
ent cluster of indictions between I’ and IE’. Within this cluster, 
only $69.1a, 729.12, and 1200.1a were not, according to 
Mamboury's notes, associated with the hexagon. The names 
Ev( ) (382.2a, за, 383.1, 2a), Та/()(566.1а), Ко ) (729.1a) and 
Со( ) (1200.14) on the stamps within the cluster between IT" and 
IE’ all occur in Group 1, Section т (see Table 13), and are there- 
fore firmly ascribed to the fifth century, a dating that agrees with 
the structural techniques already mentioned. Three of these 
names occur at the Palace of Antiochus, and two appear at the 
Cistern of Aspar. Wt may, therefore, suggest that all the bricks 
in the cluster were manufactured between 426 and 462. Con- 
sequently, they are likely to have been manufactured in 429/30- 
431/2, 444/$—446/7, ог 459/60-461/2. The hexagon was 
probably built shortly after the bricks were made. Stamps 
827.1а, 1106.34 and 1119.1c are of sixth-century style, and the 
names on 827.1a and 1106.34 (Kovczavtivov and Петро») occur 
in Group 2, Section 1 (see Table 14). This suggests repairs or 
nearby construction work in or after the early sixth century. 


4. THE HIPPODROME 


The great cracks that exist in the vaulted corridor and chambers 
within the Sphendone of the Hippodrome almost certainly 
developed following an earthquake.” It has been suggested that 
the quake responsible was either the devastating one of 26 
January 447 (indiction IE?) (after which the Praetorian Prefect 
Constantine repaired the Land Walls, and possibly also the Sea 
Walls, in just бо days)" or those of 557 (which caused the 
collapse of the dome of Hagia Sophia in the following year).” 
This cracking necessitated the bricking up of the large arches on 
the exterior of the Sphendone, and then, in the internal corridor 
and chambers, the insertion of a skin of brickwork and buttress- 
ing arches.” The bricks of the original (presumably Constan- 
tinian) piers and arches on the exterior measure 285-310 mm. 
square x 40745 mm. thick. The construction technique is of pure 
brick, butat the springing of the arches it changes to alternating 
bands of brick and stone. The later filling of the original arches 
was undertaken in pure brickwork, the bricks measuring 
370-400 mm. square x 35-45 mm. thick.” 

Three stamped bricks, two measuring 380-400 mm. square 
by уо mm thick, have been recovered from the repaired parts of 
the Sphendone. $59.1a and 560.1 carry indiction В” with the 
names 'Io() and Тау( ), and 29.1a has the name "Амої ) and indic- 
tion A’ or АГ, the former being the more likely, given the indic- 
tion on $$9.1a and 56о.та. The name 'Iay( ) has been found in 
the Cistern of Aspar on bricks made in 456/7, and is, therefore, 
unlikely to have appeared more than 30 years earlier (i.e. not 
before 426). The name 'Ayo( ) appears on sampled stamps at 
both the Palace of Antiochus and St John of Stoudios (Table 13), 
and is unlikely to have been used later than 462 (Le. 452 + 30). 
Consequently, the Hippodrome bricks probably date to 427- 
62. One possibilty is that indictions A'and В” on stamps 29.12, 
$$9.1a and $6c.1a correspond to 447/8 and 448/9, in which case 
strengthening of the Sphendone was undertaken about two 
years after the earthquake struck. 


$. THE CISTERN ОМ DIVANI ALi SOKAĞI 


In November 1934, during the construction of a house in Diváni 
Ali Sokağı, Mamboury discovered а subterranean cistern which 
he published in 19367 Internally it measures 25.95 m. Бу 16.60m. 


V. Casson etal., Hippodrome 1, 17. Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaláste, 41. 

" Casson ега, Hippodrome 1, o. On Constantine and the Land Walls, see above 
pp. 122-3. 

" Mamboury, Tourists" Istanbul, убо (wrongly giving the year 541). 

№ Casson et al, Hippodrome 1, 17-18, Mamboury and Wiegand, Kuiserpalaire, 
40-3. Miller-Wiener, Bildleeikon, fig. 44. 

" Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaíserpaláste, 41 wrongly ascribe bricks measuring 
300-320 mm, square wo the blocking of фе external arches of the Sphendone. 

* See above, Part Il, Ch. 9, sect. te. 

9! See above, Part II, Ch. 9, sect. re, 

H Mamboury, "Тері Sérail’. The cistern is F7/1 in Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 
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In this area, berween the Forum of Constantine and the 
Forum Tauri, was the Artopoleia (or Bread Market), where 
the Bronze Tetrapylon is known to have stood. This highly 
decorated four-sided archway is believed to have marked the 
intersection of the Porticoes of Domninus (whose position is 
today represented by Uzun Саги Caddesi), running from north 
to south, and the Mese, running from east to west,” It was 
topped by a pyramidal weathervane, for which reason it was also 
called the Anemodoulion.* Near the Tetrapylon, and to the east 
of the church of the до Martyrs, the Emperor Phocas is said to 
have built a masonry column as well as a cistern." Berger has 
argued that Phocas' cistern must be that discovered by 
Mamboury, and suggests that the column was erected in a paved 
court laid over the cistern,” Mango objects, pointing out that 
Mamboury's cistern is quite small, whereas Phocas' Gistern must 
have been extremely large to have merited any mention in the 
Chronicon Paschale. Indeed, Mango observes, Buondelmonti 
attests the existence of a vast cistern near the church of the 4c 
Martyrs." Dismissing Mango's objections, Berger has restated 
his argument.’ 

Supporting the 35 domes of the cistern's roof there are 24 
columns surmounted by undecorated basket capitals with 
impost blocks.’ The basket capitals, which have the form of an 
inverted, truncated cone, are similar to those that occur in the 
subterranean Binbirdirek cistern, although impost blocks are 
not employed there. The Binbirdirek cistern is often identified 
with the Cistern of Philoxenus, which, according to the Patrza, 
was built by a magister under Constantine the Great." 
Accepting this identification, Mamboury proposed dating both 
cisterns to the fourth century. However, the Binbirdirek 
cannot, in fact, be the Cistern of Philoxenus, which was an open 
cistern of the fifth century, located closer to the Forum of 
Constantine.'* Furthermore, the basket capital makes its first 
dated appearance in Constantinople (in highly decorated form) 
іп the church of St Polyeuktos (c.520).' Consequently, it is 
likely that both the Binbirdirek cistern and the Divám Ali 
Sokağı cistern arc to be placed around or after c. 500. 

The masons’ marks from the two cisterns may suggest that 
they were built at about the same time..It is uncertain exactly 
283, fig. 321. Mamboury’s claim that the cistern stood partly on the site named Çifte 
Saray is in fact incorrect: the Çifte Saray (which burned in 1912) stood on the oppo- 
site side of Yeniçeriler Caddesi, in the area bounded by Fuat Paga Caddesi, 


Tacirhane Sokajy, Маг есі Sokags, and Semaver Sokağı: See Ersoy, Anadol et al, 
Perwititch, $9 (map 2) and 116 (map 61). 


* Mango, Développement, yo-1. 

* For the detailed descriptions of the monument, see Mango, Art, 44-5. Berger, 
"Chalkun Tetrafrylon', 8, rightly observes that these descriptions indicate that the 
Tetrapylon and Anemodoulion were the same monument. 

” Mango, Développement, 50-1. Chronicon Paschale, 698-9, 705. 

™ Berger, Patria, 316-18, 110. 

* Mango, ‘Columns’, 14-17. Gerola, "Buondelmonti', 276, 

V? Berger, ‘Chalkun Tetrapylon’. 

% Mamboury, "Tchifté Sérail’, 170, pL 19. 
мш Patria 1.65, 67 (ed. Preger 146-8). 

1 Mamboury, "Tchifté Sérail’, 176, 179-80. 
чи Bardill, ‘Lausus’, 69-775. 

И Harrison, Saraçhane 1,417. 


what such marks represent, butif they are the signatures of indi- 
vidual sculptors, then any mark would have been in use only 
during the lifetime of the sculptor who adopted it.'* Several of 
the capitals and imposts of the Divam Ali Sokağı cistern carry 
such marks, and Mamboury observed that the one that appeared 
most often—K and Y in ligature—occured also on the capitals 
and stone collars at the Binbirdirek cistern.” For two reasons, 
however, it is uncertain whether the marks in the two cisterns 
have the same meaning, and we must, therefore, be cautious 
about drawing chronological conclusions from this observa- 
tion. First, in the Binbirdirek the K ligature is always followed 
by the letter М, whereas, in the Diváni Ali Sokağı cistern it 
appears alone or associated with the letters A, E or A." Second, 
itis demonstrable that artisans of different periods might use the 
same mark, presumably because they shared the same name: the 
ligature K has been noted both on paving slabs from the 
Theodosian Hagia Sophia,’” and оп a slotted rectangular post 
from the sixth-century church of St Polyeuktos."” Besides these 
two difficulties, there is a third: even if it could be demonstrated 
that the masons’ marks from the two cisterns referred to the 
same individual, the dating of the Divam Ali Sokağı cistern 
would not be clarified, since the Binbirdirek itself is nor yet 
accurately dated.'" 

Eight of the stamps noted on bricks from the water inlet and 
from the walls above the Divan: Ali Sokağı cistern carry the con- 
secutive indictions I“ or IA" and the name abbreviation AvEa( ). 
They were presumably manufactured in consecutive years. Six 
of them are cruciform (148.34, b, 148.4, $a, 15 1.1a, 1b) and two 
are single-line (126.52, 126.62). In Table r4, Section 1 the name 
A$&o() has been firmly assigned to Group 2. Since it appears on 
two stamps in the sample from St Polyeuktos (119.1a, 137.1a) 
(Table 12), the name is unlikely to have been in use later than 5 $7 
(i.e, $27 + зо). The Divan Ali Sokağı cistern would, therefore, 
appear to have been built using material produced in tenth and 
eleventh indictions in the first half of the sixth century. 

It might be argued that the stamped material discovered in 
and above this cistern had been reused, but there is no evidence 
to support such a proposal. According to Mamboury, the struc- 
ture as a whole is built of bricks measuring about 360 mm. 
square x 40-50 mm, thick; and the mortar-joints vary between 
бо and уо mm. in thickness. These brick dimensions agree 
with the dimensions of the stamped bricks that came from the 
cistern (360-590 mm. square x 40-50 mm. thick). There is, there- 
fore, no reason to believe that the stamped bricks are not typical 
of the structure as a whole. Furthermore, the dimensions of the 
bricks in the structure, and of the stamped bricks, are typical of 


% On masons’ marks, see Deichmann, Ravenna, 206-30. 

W Mamboury, "Tchifté Sérail’ 174-6. 

™ Wulzinger, 'Steinmeczzeichen'. 

9% Schneider, Westhof, за. 

өз Harrison, Saraçhane 1,191 no. t4c(i) with fig. H. 

"C The brickstamps from the Binbirdirek that are published here appear to 
belong to the fifth century. 

"! Mamboury, "Tchifté Sérail’, 171. 
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the early sixth century! By the reign of Maurice (582-602), 
average brick dimensions had apparently fallen to 323-544 mm 
square x 45 mm. thick," * Therefore, had the cistern been built 
under Phocas (602-10), the average brick dimensions are 
unlikely to have been as great as those recorded by Mamboury, 
even allowing for the reuse of some earlier material. Con- 
sequently, on the basis of the information currently available, 
the construction of the cistern at Divini Ali Sokağı should be 
placed in the first half of the sixth century, and the identification 
with Phocas" cistern appears untenable, 


6. THE MONUMENTAL ARCH IN THE 
FORUM TAURI 


In Beyazit, on the south side of Ordu Caddesi, in the courtyard 
of Simkeg Һал, two marble bases of a monumental arch were 
discovered in 1928, together with numerous pieces of archi- 
tectural sculpture (Fig. 17). The arch, originally 7.20 m. wide and 
supported by four decorated columns standing on each base, 
was plausibly identified with one of two that straddled the Mese 
on either side of the Forum of Theodosius I (the Forum 
Tauri). In notes taken at the time, Mamboury recorded a 
number of stamped bricks coming from what he described as a 
large wall to the south of, and parallel to, the drains of the Mese, 
and to the right of the first base of the arch, By ‘the first base’, he 
meant, presumably, the first of the rwo bases to be discovered. 
The description clearly refers to the 3.5 m.-thick wall butting up 
against the southern base of the arch (Fig. г), Since this wall was 
partially built over the southern base, it was certainly erected 
later than the arch. It was built of mortared rubble with a facing 
of limestone blocks (6 courses 1.06 m. high) punctuated by 
bands of brick (5 courses o.53 m. high). 

Work on Theodosius’ forum probably began shortly after 
Promotus's victory over the Goths in 386, which seems to have 
been the subject of the spiralling sculpture on the monumental 
column that stood in the forum." Theophanes states that this 
column was erected as early as 385/6," before the triumphal 
procession of Theodosius and Arcadius on 12 October 586.129 
The forum itself was not inaugurated until 393,7 and in the 


HF See Table ro. 
MY See pp. 48, тоб. 


"* Inhisnotes, Mamboury adopts a date at the end of the Efth or beginning of the 


sixth century on the basis of the brickstamps. 

"I On the arch and the forum with which itis associated, see: Naumann, "Neue 
Beobachtungen"; Müller- Wiener, Sildlexibon, 158-64; Berger, Tanros e Sigma’, 17= 
24; Bauer, Stadt, (87-203. 

"2 See Casson and Talbor Rice, Hippodrome ЇЇ, fig. 43, left background; 
Naumann, "Мече Beobachrungen', 130-1, pl 43.1. Note that the plan by 
Mamboury in Hippodrome П shows north incorrectly, and that this error has been 
transferred ro the description in the text. The error is corrected by Naumann, “Neve 
Beobachtungen', fig. 1. 

ua Cedrenus, 1, $66 states chat the reliefs commemorated victories over Soythians 
and barbarians. 

мя "Theophanes, Chronicle, AM 7878. 

19 Mango, Développement, 43 15 cautious about Theophanes" date. 

WU Chronicon Pascbale, б. 


following year, a statue of the emperor was set up either upon 
the column or in the square.” 

The forum was damaged under Justinian in the earthquake of 
тд October 558 (indiction c), when a statue of the Emperor 
Arcadius fell from the left-hand side of one of the arches giving 
access to the forum.'? Mamboury suggested that the wall from 
which he gecovered the brickstamps had been built after the 
earthquake. His conclusion was accepted by Naumann, who 
argued that the earthquake had damaged the arch by bringing 
down two narrow flanking arches, rhe supposed bases of which 
were discovered зп 1943 (north) and 1973 (south). These arches, 
Naumann argued, had been added to either side of the original 
arch in the early fifth century to support statues of Theodosius’ 
sons. In Naumann's opinion, they had not been reconstructed 
after their collapse. Instead, the wall with which we are con- 
cerned had been built against the main arch immediately to the 
south of the Mese, together with another in the corresponding 
position on the opposite side of the street.“" Naumann may 
have been wrong in thinking that the narrow side-arches—af, 
indeed, they existed at all—were additions rather than part of 
the original Theodosian arch. Furthermore, there is no reason 
why the statues of Arcadius and Honorius mentioned in our 
texts could not have been placed over the principal arch rather 
than over the proposed subsidiary ones.'* As for the wall to the 
south of the Mese, although some bricks of Group 2 (early sixth- 
century) style were found in it ($82.12, d, за, $20.1c), its banded 
masonry is not typical of the Justinianic period, so a later date 
for its construction—perhaps in the eighth to tenth centuries, 
before the introduction of recessed brickwork—seems likely. 
The construction of the wall might then be associated with the 
conversion of the forum into a cattle market under Constantine 
V (741, 743-75). 

A number of other stamps from the wall (presumably also 
reused, but of uncertain date) carry single-line inscriptions. Six 
of them have consecutive indictions (Z —H ) and may, therefore, 
be contemporary with one another. They are as follows” 


А: 845.1a (KU 
2 :1188,1a("Peo( )), 844.1a(K..), 264.1a (T[), 974-1a (Мої ). or 
Мо.()) 


H^: 978.1a (Moch), 977.1a (Mach) 
LA^ 1153.12 (Покихбо(о)) 


WP Chronicon Paschale, 565. 1015 unclear whether this was the statue on top of the 
column or Theodosius equestrian statie, which was placed ол а rectangular marble 
based decorated with reliefs. | 

12 "Theophanes, Chronicle, am 6050. 

ин Naumann, "Neue Beobachtungen’, 130-2 with fig. 7. 

з Müller-Wiener, Bildlextkon, fig: 198 (caption) rightly observes that the bases 
of the side arches may not have supported columns, as recanstrücted there and in 
"Neue Beobachtungen, fig. б, The existence of the arches themselves is uncertain, 
bur seems likely given the discovery of a pilaster that appears to have stood upon one 
of the presumed bases of the side arches (‘Neue Beobachtungen, 125 (north base), 
129 (pilaster), 128 (south base) ). 

1% Pairin, od, Preger 203—4. Berger, Patria, 425. Müller- Wiener, Bildlexiban, 262, 
Magdalino, ‘Neighborhoods’, 217. Mango, Développement, үҙ. 

w 435.12, of which many examples were found, also bears indiction Z (Кә) 
ЕЩ Y), but is not said to have been found in the wall and may be irrelevant, 


REMAINING SITES 131 


: 
E 
3 
5 
i 


CADU CADDESI 


_ CISTERN 
1 





Fie. іу. Plan of the Forum Tauri and environs, including the Diakonissa church. 


7. THE BEYAZIT CHURCHES 


On the north side of Ordu Caddesi (which follows the line of 
the ancient Mese), and immediately to the east of Büyük Regit 
Paga Caddesi, preparations were made for the construction of an 
annexe to Istanbul University in 1943, 1944, and 1946. During 
the work, the remains of a terrace svall and three Byzantine 
churches were discovered (Fig. 17). Expense and the construc- 
tion schedule precluded a systematic excavation, but the struc- 
tures were photographed and hastily surveyed. ™ N. Firath of 
the Istanbul Archaeological Museum published a short descrip- 
tion of the site together with a plan by Mamboury and Turkish 
colleagues dated 25 August 1947."* A second version of the 
plan, derived from Mamboury's notes in the Deutsches Archao- 

V5 On theendpaper map in Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, the complex of churches 
is placed с,бо m. too far to the east. See rather Frrath, "Trois églises", fig. 1 inset 
(although this inset clearly misaligns the complex) and, for the surrounding 
buildings, Müller-Wiener, Btldlexibon, hg. здо, 4nd Ersoy, Anadol et al, Perviritcb, 
192. The location is confirmed by Mamboury's sketches in the DAI (Istanbul). 
Consequently, the retaining wall east of the church complex did not coincide with 
Bozdogan Kemeri Caddesi, and there is, therefore, no support for the claim chat char 
street follows the line of an earlier Byzantine thoroughfare, nor for the belief thar 
Region VII was 3 stades іп width (contrary to Berger, "Regionen, 396 and Berger, 
"Streets", 166). The site of the churches is now occupied by the Su Ürünleri Fakültesi 
ol Istanbul University. ЧУ Firathi, "Trois églises". 


logisches Institut in Istanbul, has since been published by 
Mathews and Miiller-Wiener,™ but it is unfortunately unclear 
whether it is in fact more reliable than that initially produced. 
For purposes of reference, the three churches have been called 
A,B, and С. 

Church А (the south church) had a nave with a single aisle on 
either side. Three column-bases of the aisle colonnades were 
found im 512и, and incisions in them suggested that screens 
divided the nave from the aisles at ground level! This was a 
common arrangement in Greece, but the only other example 
known in Constantinople was in the basilica of St John the 
Baptist in Oxeia, which is known to have existed as early as the 
reign of the Emperor Maurice (582—602)? The plan published 
by Fıratlı suggests that the apse may have been flanked by side 
chambers, Mathews, who has attempted to show that the triple 
sanctuary was unknown in Constantinople until the Middle 
Byzantine period, explained these as entrance halls from 
the east, on the grounds that door sills were found nearby.” 

18 Mathews, Survey, 29 with p. xviii n. 5; Muller- Wiener, Bildlexikon, 72, fig. уо 
(with credit on p. 9), 

HF Баташ, "Trois églises’, 176, and pl. $a. 

™ Mango, Templon", is mistaken in stating on p. 5 that ^no instance of such an 
arrangement has yet been found at Constantinople", The unreliable Patria 3-51 (ed. 


Preger, її. 235-6) dates the church to the reign of Anastasius. 
19 Mathews, Early Cburclies, 72, 1045-7. 
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However, these door sills might rather have communicated 
between the chancel and the side-chambers. Contrary to 
Mathews, side chambers communicating with the chancel are 
known to have existed at St John the Baptistin Oxeia,™ and may 
also have been a feature of the early sixth-century church of St 
Polycuktos.™ Since the revised plan published by Mathews and 
Müller-Wiener does not show the chambers, it is difficult to be 
sure whether or not they existed. 

The column-bases of Church A supported columns of 
Thessalian marble of about c.5o m.in diameter." Three Ionic 
basket capitals with a base diameter of с.48 m. were found in the 
church and evidently belonged to them.” Pilaster capitals of 
similar type were also found." Justinian’s Hagia Sophia 
provides excellent parallels for the capitals and for the mould- 
ings on the column-bases.? Two plain Ionic impost capitals 
found in the church may be compared with those fram Justinian 
and Theodora’s church of St John at Ephesus. The sculptural 
evidence therefore suggests an early sixth-century date for 
Basilica A. Many fragments of a large ambo of red- and black- 
veined marble were also found in the church, 

Church C was located immediately to the north of Church A. 
Under the court between the two churches, a cistern measuring 
4.96 x 2.80 m. was discovered. An opening in the floor of the 
court may suggest that the court was open to the sky and that the 
cistern stored rainwater." The church possessed an exonarthex 
and narthex; its nave was about 11 m. wide, and its aisles 9.5 m. 
long. Fıratlı believed that Church C had been a basilica with a 
nave and a single aisle on each side, and argued that it was 
probably contemporary with Church A, adducing the similar 
masonry style and the fact chat the two buildings formed part of 
the same complex with narrow passages linking them.'* 
Mathews, however, has suggested that the church was of the 
four-column (cross-in-square) type, and should be dated, like 
other examples of the type, to the Middle or Late Byzantine 
period." 

Church В stood to the east of Church C ata level 1.5 m. above 
it. The difference in height could result from the topography, 
burit may indicate that Church B was built later than Church С. 
Firath assumed a later date, observing that Church B had по 
walls in common with either of the two other churches." 
Mathews also thought B was larer than C on the grounds thar 
Church B had been planned without any western entrances 
because of its proximity to Church C+" However, if reliable, 


H Manga, Templon", 

O Harrison, Sarachane Ї, 411, 425 n. 25. 

1% Firat, Trois églises", 176. 

9 Баға, "Trois églises", 175, різ; jc and d. 

Ша Вігагії, "Trois églises’, 175, pl. 3b. 

© As noted by Mathews, Early Churcher, 69-70, 

ме Firatli, Trois églises’, pls. б a-c with Mathews, Survey, pls. (6-% and fig. ұй, 
"i Firatli, "Trois églises’, 167 (where the reference to pls, 2 d, e iserroneous), 171. 
Мі Буга, "Trois églises', 168, 171. 

HM! “Mathews, Early Churches, 69. 

ни Буга, "Trois églises’, 167-8, 171. 

US Mathews, Survey, бо. 


the revised plan subsequently published by Mathews and 
Müller-Wiener would suggest that Church B did have western 
entrances, * 

At the centre of the nave of Church B were found the remains 
of what Firatli identified as а marble pool. Schneider, however, 
suggested that the remains would better be interpreted as the 
footings of ап ambo. The feature consisted of a circular block 
decorated with a cross with a curving block to both its north and 
south, and a rectangular base with moulded sides to its east and 
west, on the axis of the mave." If it was a pool, water was 
perhaps obtained from the 10 m.-long cistern beneath the 
southernmost aisle of the church. Three openings in the paving 
nf the aisle afforded access to the cistern; two were covered by 
marble slabs, the third possibly by a lost metal cover. Just 
2.5 m, north of the church the walls of another cistern survived. 
It measured 15.5 m. long x 9 m. wide x 5 m. to the springing of 
the vaults." It is in the ruins of this cistern that a number of 
stamped bricks were found. 

Church B is perhaps best categorized as a “compact domed 
basilica’. This term was coined by Krautheimer to describe the 
church at Qasr Ibn Wardan in Syria (c.561-64) and the later 
variants on its plan that are not true cross-domed churches 
(St Clement in Ankara, St Nicholas at Myra, and possibly the 
Church of the Archangels at Sige). Both Church В and the 
church at Qasr Ibn Wardan are small: the former measures ¢.13 
m. long x 19 m. wide (12 m. wide excluding outer aisles), the 
latter сту x 13 m. In both churches, the east and west arches of 
the central square bay form short barrel vaults that extend the 
nave a little at either end. Since the north and south arches have 
not been similarly extended, the churches cannot be categorized 
as cross-domed."' The size and plan of Church B suggest that 
we should consider the possibility that it was constructed as 
early as the mid-sixth century. This calls into question the 
assumptions that Church C dates to the Middle or Late Byzan- 
tine period and that Church B was constucted even later. 

Mamboury's notes in the Deutsches Archaologisches Institut 
in Istanbul record seven different types of brickstamp that were 
found on the site. Atleast one of these stamped fragments is now 
in the Hagia Sophia Museum collection (AM 194, 1376.12). This 
corroborates a statement made in 1958 by a former director of 
the Museum, F, Dirimrekin, that bricks from Beyazıt had been 
added to the collection.'™ It is therefore likely that а number of 
other stamped bricks in the store came from the excavation 
we are discussing, but this is impossible to determine with 
certainty. Five of the stamps recorded by Mamboury are 

^ Mathews, Survey, 29. . 

10 Schneider, "Bibliographical Note’, 312-4. 

М Firath, "Trois églises’, 167, pls. за, b, c. 

м" Furath, ‘Trois éghses', пут, pls. >й, с. 

на Firath, "Trois Eglises", гут. 

iH The north and south arches of Church B were с.ру m- deep, whereas the 
western arch was 1.10 m. deep, and the eastern 1,18 m. deep, These four arches 
defined the central bay of the nave, which was 5.7 пі. square, The dimensions are 


taken from Mamboury's plan dated 1545-46 in the Deutsches Archaologisches 
Institut, Istanbul. m Dirameekin, Work Done’, 3, r9. 
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particularly distinctive (199.12, 313.10, 1228.15, 1056.12, за, 
1273.1a). They take the form of tabulae ansatae (although 
1056.та, та lack ansae) surmounted by a roundel containing а 
cruciform monogram (7 no. $$) that is to be resolved as 
Момрікіоз (although the monogram has broken away on 
313.1¢).' They may be briefly discussed in turn. 

249.та carries the name Gregorios, and possibly a first indic- 
tion. This came from the cistern north of church B, according to 
Mamboury. A similar stamp, but not the same fragment, was 
found in the Hagia Sophia store (AM 59, 259.22). 

313.1¢ appeared on several bricks found at the site, according 
to Mamboury's notes. It gives the name of one Diomedes, 
accessory letters А and A, and a fifteenth indiction. It is clear that 
the wooden die into which the inscription was carved had 
become damaged and that the roundel containing the mono- 
gram had broken off. Similar stamps in the Нара Sophia 
Museum include AM 130, which measures 335 x 320 х 36 mm, 
Other material shows us what this stamp looked like when 
still complete, although already on these examples a crack was 
developing at the base of the roundel (312.14). 

1028.1b, of which at least one example was found, bears the 
name Papylos, a fifteenth indiction, and accessories B and E. 
Fıratlı gives the findspot as the cistern 2.5 m. to the north of 
church B. A similar example, which measures 337 x 324 х 
48 mm., was found in the Hagia Sophia Museum store (AM 4, 
1028. та). 

1046.12 (without bar) and 1546.2a (with bar) bear the name 
Paulos and a first indiction. There are no accessory letters. 
Mamboury records that several examples of the two types were 
found. Firatl: illustrated the example without the bar in his 
report, and stated that it came from the cistern 2.5 m: to the 
north of Church B.' Several similar stamps, also without the 
bar, were found in the Hagia Sophia Museum store, and one 
brick measures 335 x 317 x 42 mm. (AM 19). 

1273.1, of which Mamboury recorded at least one example 
from the cistern, bears the name Tryphon and a fifteenth indic- 
tion with accessory М. Another accessory is presumably miss- 
ing from the other ansa. No similar example was found in the 
Hagia Sophia Museum store. 

The stamps listed above therefore bear a cruciform mono- 
gram of the Emperor Maurice (582—602) and a fifteenth or first 
indiction. 259.14, roz8.1b, 1096.1a, za, and 1273.1a were all 
found in the cistern 2.5 m. to the north of Church B, and-we may 
reasonably assume that the fifteenth and first indictions relate to 
the last year of one cycle and the first year of the next. The bricks 
were therefore manufactured in the years 582-582/3 or 596/7- 
597/8. The same dates may also be ascribed to the other stamps 
of the reign of Maurice that come from the site (313.16 1372.1b, 
1376.12). 

Whether this also gives a date for the construction of the 


™ For che resolution, see above p. 47. 
ім Баға, "Trois églises", 172 no. 1 with pl. 7b. 
P* Firatli, "Trois églises", 172 na. 2 with pl. 7h. 


building from which the bricks came is difficult to determine. It 
is conceivable that the bricks were stockpiled, and were nor used 
for some years after their manufacture, or that they were 
salvaged from an earlier, demolished building. In either case, 
they would provide only a terminus post quem for the construc- 
tion of the cistern. Furthermore, if the bricks do not relate to the 
first phase of building on the site, but come from later repairs, 
then they may be of no use whatsoever in determining the date 
of construction. 

One way of establishing whether the bricks found in the 
cistern relate to the main phase of building at the site is to 
examine their dimensions—and the dimensions of all stamped 
bricks of the reign of Maurice—and compare them with 
what we know of the brickwork at the site. An analysis of the 
dimensions of all the bricks in the catalogue that are known to be 
stamped with monograms of Maurice, has shown that the side- 
lengths are remarkably consistent at 314—350 mm. with a mean 
of 334 mm." This is significantly shorter than that of bricks of 
Group г and Group 2 (Table 19). Mamboury's notes on the 
excavation fortunately provide details of the brickwork at a 
number of locations on the site." Measurements were taken 
Írom the east wall of the cistern below the south aisle of Church 
В (330-350 x 4o mm4 mortar beds бо mm. thick); from the 
retaining wall behind church B (about 7 courses of brick alter- 
nating with 3 courses of small squared limestone blocks; bricks 
320 mm. square х 30-50 mm. thick; mortar beds 30-80 mm. 
thick; blocks 120-186 mm. high); from the foundations west of 
Church C (bricks 322-330 x 40-7; пит; mortar beds 40-60 mm. 
thick); from the westernmost pier of the north wall of Church C 
(bricks 350 mm. square х 35-40 mm. thick); from the north- 
south wall to the west of this pier (bricks 330 mm. square x 
30-40 mm. thick; squared blocks 160-170 mm. thick); and from 
a brick vault containing a terracotta drainpipe running below 
опе of the cisterns (bricks 320-330 mm. square). It is clear, 
therefore, that where Mamboury did take measurements, these 
were consistently within the range of 320—350 mm. square. 

The dimensions of the bricks recorded in site by Mamboury 
are not typical of Group т or Group 2, but are closer to those of 
the reign of Maurice. We are clearly dealing with post- 
Justimianic structures. Furthermore, Mamboury's figures 
suggest that all of the bricks used in these structures were manu- 
factured at one time, since reuse of larger bricks of the early sixth 
century and of the fifth century would have widened the brick- 
length parameters to about 320—386 mm. square. It follows that 
the stamped bricks from the cistern, which bear the monogram 
of Maurice, inall probability relate to the main phase of building 
at the site, and that the cistern itself, and Church B to which the 
cistern was attached, can be dated to around 582—582/3 or 
$96/7—597/8. 

We can, ш fact, identify the complex and in doing so 


їм See p. 48. 
™ The notes are in the possession of the Deutsches PE E Institut, 
Tatanbul. 
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corroborate our proposed date. Constantine Porphyrogenitus’ 
tenth-century Book of Ceremonies "* describes how, on Easter 
Sunday, the imperial cortége proceeded from the Forum Tauri 
(Forum of Theodosius I) westwards to the Diakonissa (as yet 
unlocated) and then to the Philadelphion (believed to have been 
near the Myrelaion or Bodrum Cami) where it took the 
north-west branch of the Mese towards the church of St 
Polyeuktos (whose location is known for certain). The topo- 
graphical recension of the Patria indicates that both the 
Diakonissa and the Kourator were between the Forum Tauri 
and the Philadelphion.'' One of the gates of the Forum Tauri 
has been located by excavation at Beyazıt, so we can be certain 
that the Diakonissa and Kourator were to the west of this раге, 8 
How far to the west cannot be determined, since it depends on 
whether the gate belongs to the eastern or western side of the 
forum, and on how large an area the forum itself covered? 
Although their exact locations cannot be established, both the 
Diakonissa and the Kourator are clearly possible identifications 
for the complex discovered near the University. Since the Patria 
suggests that, of the two, the Diakonissa was closer to the forum, 
this would seem the more likely identification." There is a third 
possibility, however, since the Patria also mentions a church of 
St Mark, which was located beside the western arch of the 
Forum Tauri.“ 

The problem of identification can be resolved thanks to the 
early ninth-century chronicle of Theophanes, which gives a 
precise date for the construction of the church of the Theotokos 
of the Diakonissa. It was built by the Patriarch Kyriakos 
(596-606) in the year 597/8 (Ам бодо), Since this year coincides 
exactly with the later of the two dates suggested for the manu- 
facture of the stamped bricks from the cistern 2.5 m. north of 
Church B, there can be little doubt that Church B, adjacent to 
the cistern, should be identified as Kyriakos’ church of the 
Theotokos. The plan of the church, having close affinities with 
compact domed basilicas, such as that at Qasr Ibn Wardan 
(c.561-64), would fit fairly well with the proposed date. If 
Church C were contemporary, as Mamboury’s masonry 
statistics would lead us ro believe, and if it were indeed a four- 
column (cross-in-square) type, as Mathews has suggested, then 

if Ed. Reiske, i. 74-6, ed. Vogt, L 67-5. 

 Miller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 266-7. 

H For the location of 5r Polyeukros, see Harrison, Saraghane |, 4, fig, А. 
Harrison discusses the path of the northern branch of the Mese at Saraçhane I ӯ, 
405-6. This branch is reconstructed by Mango, Développement, plan П, аз а straight 
street passing from the Denteron Gate and parallel to the southern flank of the 
Cistern of Aspar, thus running close ta Marcian's Column and to the south of 5t 
Polycuktos. See also Mango, Triumphal Way" 177; Mango, ‘Shoreline’, fig. 1. 

™ Patria, ed. Preger, 293-4. Berger, Patria, 327-9, 347 (where ta Diabonisses is 
wrongly shown to the west of re Kuratoroi). 

" Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 258-65. 

™ Mango believes the arch to be the western one (Développement, 44), as docs 
Bauer (Scade, 193-7). Berger has suggested that it is the eastern one, and thar the 
Forum was about 5 m. square: Berger, "Tauros e Sigma", 17-24. 

W Mango, Développement, 28 n. 35 noted the possibility of this identification. 

"5 Patria, ed. Preger, 277. The identification was adopted by Berger, "Tauros е 
Sigma", 24 with fig. 1, but later withdrawn: Berger, Regionen’, 396 n. 25 y and figs. 5, 
y; Berger, ‘Streets’, 166 and fig, т, 


it would be one of the earliest occurrences of rhis architectural 
form. As for Church A, it may have been built earlier than 
churches B and C, although we must bearin mind the possibility 
that the capitals on which the dating is based were outdated 
stack. « 

Mention may be made of further walls discovered to the north 
of the three churches (Fig. 17). The long, main wall, which 
Mamboury believed to have been a retaining wall, was aligned 
199-157 east of north. It was founded upon the clay by means of 
large sandstone blocks (1.7-2 m. long x о,48—0.65 m. high), 
which in turn stood upon perpendicular walls set into the clay (1 
m, wide x 1.5—1.8 m. deep, built of medium-sized blocks set in а 
very hard, sandy mortar). The bricks in the retaining wall 
measured 370-400 mm. square x 40-50 mm. thick, with mortar 
beds фо-бо mm. thick. Numerous stamped bricks were found in 
it, all of Group 2 style, and probably contemporary with each 
other ($8z.re, 2b, бойла, 4k, L 12e, 667.1gg, hh, 676.31, |, 
1253.14). The stamps and dimensions of the bricks clearly indi- 
cate that the structures belong to the sixth century (probably the 
first three-quarters of that century), and are certainly not as late 
as the church complex to the south. 


8. THE GREAT PALACE: PERISTYLE 
AND APSED HALL 


The Walker Trust of the University of 5t Andrews funded two 
campaigns of excavation in the Great Palace: the frst in 1935—38 
under the direction of J, H. Baxter; and the second in 1952-54 
under the direction of D. Talbot Rice, The site chosen was 
towards the south-eastern corner of the upper terrace of the 
Palace, and the excavations exposed a rectangular courtyard 
surrounded оп all sides by colonnaded porticoes, which covered 
an area of 65 x 55.5 m. The short sides of the Peristyle were 
roughly parallel то the euripos of the Hippodrome. A magnifi- 
cent mosaic, depicting rural scenes, animal hunts, and. mytho- 
logical subjects decorated the floors of the porticoes. To the 
south-east of the courtyard, on the same north-west-south-east 
axis, were found a vestibule and an attached hall, together 
measuring 32 x 16.5 m. At the south-east end of the hall was an 
apse (Figs. 18 and 19). The first excavation campaign concen- 
trated on the Peristyle area, and although some further work 
was undertaken there in the second campaign, attention was 
then concentrated on the Apsed Hall. The results of the excava- 
tions were published in two lengthy reports. The mosaic 
deteriorated. badly in the decades following its discovery, 
and between 1983 and 1997 an extensive restoration and con- 
servation project was undertaken by the Austrian Academy 
of Sciences in co-operation with the Turkish Ministry of 
Culture, In 1987, following the lifting of the portions of the 
mosaic that had been left im situ in the north-east portico, it was 
possible to make three soundings, which have contributed some 
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further evidence of importance in establishing the history of the 
site,"*? 

Archaeologists and art historians have reached no agreement 
regarding the date and identification of these structures, The 
question of identification, which depends largely on topo- 
graphical considerations, need not concern us here. It is enough 
to say, as I have argued elsewhere, that the Peristyle and Apsed 
Hall may have constituted the Augusteus in the Daphne 
Palace. ^* In the following discussion, I will concentrate on 
dating the excavated structures. 


a. The pre-Peristyle structures 


Below the Peristyle, and on its long, central axis was a viaduct, 
5.80 m. wide, originally paved with large marble slabs (Fig. 19 
A).' This consisted of two tiers of brick arches supported by 
piers of 1.45 m. in thickness. The lower viaduct had narrow, 
pointed arches with a high pitch, and rose to a level of 3.2 m. 
below the top of the stylobate blocks in the Peristyle. It was 
faced with small, roughly dressed blocks of limestone. The 
upper arcade was narrower than the lower by about о.о m. on 
either side. This narrowness may have resulted from the robbing 
of its facing. Its arches, which were pitched very low, and were 
wider than those in the lower arcade, raised the surface of the 
Paved Way a further 2 m., to about 2.85 m. below the mosaic 
pavement? The bricks of the lower arches and the coursed 
brickwork on top were 300-340 mm. square x до mm. thick, 
whereas the bricks of the upper arches measured 380 x 380 x 45 
пит." Both arcades of the Paved Way were clearly older 
than the Peristyle, since they continued under the north-west 


u? See primarily Jobst and Vetters, Mosatkenforsehung. 

18 See Вага, ‘Great Palace’. The relative positioning of the palatial rooms pro- 
posed in my article has been accepted by Bolognesi, “Gran Palazzo’, esp. pl. vir, fig. 
8. However, Bolognesi differs somewhat regarding the superimposition of the 
scheme of rooms on the site of the palace. She proposes (pp. 221-3) that wall ‘h’ on 
the east flank of the Hippodrome (Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaliste, pl. сті) 
may once have formed part of the Karhisma. This suggestion, although пої 
provable, is not impossible; nor is it (contrary to her assertion on p. 222 n. 78) at odds 
with my own conclusion that the Kathisma was somewhere between the Masonry 
Obelisk and the Serpent Column (Bardill, "Great Palace’, 227). We may nate, how- 
ever, that Mango, "Beukoalean', 46-7 would place the imperial box as bir south аз the 
Masonry Obelisk, whereas Dagron, ‘Courses’, 119 favours a location opposite the 
Serpent Column. The measurements, of uncertain reliability, in Hero of Byzantium, 
Geodesia, 5, ed. Sullivan 275-81, would locate the box just north of the Serpent 
Column. Additionally, Bolognesi claims that vaulted structures at the south-east 
corner of the terrace of the Sultan Ahmet mosque stood close to the east end of the 
Covered Hippodrome (p. 223 with p]. vim, fig. өп). [would have liked to see more 
evidence to support this claim, which implies thar other elements of the Daphne 
Palace were further north than 1 suggested: thus Bolognesi locates the Apsis and che 
chapels of the Theotokos First-Founded and the Holy Trinity just to the north of 
the Peristyle and Apsed Hall (pp. 222-8). These differences of opimon illustrate the 
difficulties involved in superimposing any schematic plan of the Great Palace on to 
the topography of the sice—difficultics that are only likely to be eased by further 
archacolopical investigation, 

W GPI 5, pls. 2.3, 3.2, 3.3. GP IT, 22-15, folder А. 

па (P TI, ту and folder А. Lower arches about 2:44 m. high and 2.04 m. wide at 
the spring. Upper arches about 3; cm. high and у m. wide at the spring. 

™ GP IL 13 nn. 1-2 (lower tier), nn. 3-4 (upper tier). GP T, 7 gives slightly 
different measurements: lower tier 325 mm. square by 25-328 mm- thick; upper tier 
360-370 mm. square and 40-45 mm. thick, 


рогіїсо, 2 The upper пег of the Paved Way, whose bricks 
were of typical size for the fifth and early sixth centuries, 
apparently provided access to a lost building, che substructures 
of which were discovered beneath the Apsed Hall (Fig. 19 B). As 
we shall see below, these substructures appear to date to the 
early sixth century. The possibility that the lower tier relates to 
an earlier,period does not seem to have been considered, biit is 
certainly possible, and the dimensions of the bricks may indicate 
а fourth-century dating." Another early structure found 
during the first campaign was a partially collapsed brick wall аг 
Site D. This was found at 6.70 m. below datum (which was set 
just above the level of the mosaic).7* In a hole in the wall was 
found a lamp of fourth- or fifth-century date.7* The wall, as we 
shall see, had collapsed on to pottery that had accumulated 
during the period of occupation and subsequent abandonment 
at this level, 

During the second campaign, excavations in the south-west 
portico revealed the remains of a cistern (Fig. 19 С)” It was 
certainly earlier than the Peristyle, since its floor level was about 
1.5 m. below the mosaic, and since both its floor and walls were 
cut through by the foundation trench of the outer retaining wall 
of the Peristyle. The cistern yielded a lamp dating to the fourth 
or fifth century.’ Three unfinished impost capitals were found 
on the floor of the cistern, Since they were not found in sita, it is 
uncertain whether they had formed a part of the structure. They 
were, however, certainly earlier than the Peristyle, and Talbot 
Rice accepted that they were unlikely to have been made before 
the end of the fifth century.’ The first dated use of the impost 
capital їп Constanunople—although in highly decorated 
form—is in the church of St Polyeuktos, dated to around 
518-22. Krautheimer compared the capitals from the cistern 
with a Middle Byzantine capital found near the Church of the 
Transfiguration on the island of Burgaz, and proposed, without 
any justification, a date as late as about боо.!#! 

About half of the bricks found in the cistern bore stamps, 
either of the type 201.та or 1364.1a. Mango adduced 1364.12 as 
evidence for a sixth-century date for the structure, on the 
grounds that it bore а cruciform monogram.!** Hellenkemper 


Ut GP 2, pl. 3.3. GP LT, 1a. 

ІМ See Table го, 

™ Compare the dimensions of the bricks in the piers of the Hippodrome: pp. 
тоф—6б, 118—4}, 

'" Datum was taken to be the top of the levelling course at 26.10 ra. above sea 
level (СР, запа plan уз). 1% СРІ, є, 16, ут, 62,рі.19.39. | "7 СРП, 15-19. 

"" GP IL, тй-ту, fig. S, гі). Hayes, Затарбале IL, 82, Type 4, with по 15. 
Hellenkemper Salies, "Grofen Palast’, 281 n. 42. 

GP IL, 15-17, pl. 4, E. 

"е Harrison, Saraghane, I, 4177 Beich, Capital, 244-5. Hellenkemper Salles, 
"Großen Palast’, 281, has, however, attempted ro dismiss the possibility of establish- 
ing a herminns post quem tor the three capitals, and hence for the cistern, She goes on 
to argue that the Peristyle should be placed іл the fifth century. The material 
adduced by Trilling, ‘Soul’, 36—7 п, 27, 1 not comparable: as Dennert, Kapitelle, tyg 
observes, the capitals made to adorn the eight-sided piers thay are a characteristic 
component of Middle Byzantine templon screens form quite a différent group. 

ш! GPI, 16. Kraatheimer compared the capitals from the cistern with Kautzsch, 
Kapitellstudien, 201-2 по. 677, on which see Dennezt, Kaprtelle, ро no. 141, 

же Mango, “Review I’, 68-9. 


REMAINING SITES 137 





Salies, clearly misunderstanding Mango's criterion for dating 
the stamp, argued that a much earlier date was possible, on the 
grounds that brickstamps of cruciform shape had already been 


used in Imperial Rome." 1364.12 15, of course, rectangular in 


shape: it is the monogram that is cruciform. Miranda similarly 
expressed doubt about the sixth-century dating proposed by 
Mango for this type of brickstamp, and wondered whether it 
might be of the fourth or fifth century, admitting that he was 
unaware whether comparative fifth-century material had been 
discovered in Constantinople. Talbot Rice described the 
stamp as ‘probably of the fourth or early fifth century’ and 
“certainly to be assigned to before the year 450°,'" despite the 
fact that the expert Mamboury had stated, in reply to the 

іш Hellenkemper Salies, 'Grolten Palast’, 280, 281-2 with п, 43, referring to the 
stamps published in CIL, xiii. Crucifarm stamps published there include those of 
Legio XXII Primigenia (p. 68 о-ө), 

!^ Miranda, Palus Sacré', 201-2, Arguing that the cistern and Peristyle are 
Constantinian structures, Miranda attempts to explain che brickstamps from the 
cistern, and the pottery beneath the mosaic as belonging to later repairs (p. 204). His 
assertion (р, 202) that Cyril Mango nous dit que les inscriptions des briques ne sont 
pas satisfaisanres' is apparently а mistranslaiion of Mango's criticism of Talbot 
Rice's commentary on the brickstamps in GP IL (Mango, ‘Review I’, 68 n. 2). 

H5 РПІ, га, таб-у. 


Fic. rg. Plan of the Peristyle and 
Apsed Hall in the Great Palace, 
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former's enquiry, that he was inno doubt that both stamps from 
the cistern belonged to the sixth century." The absence of 
cruciform monograms amongst those on the sculpture and 
brickstamps from the superstructures of St Polyeuktos indicates 
that the type was developed after 518, and their absence from the 
capitals of 59 Sergius and Bacchus might be taken to suggest that 
they had not emerged by $27. It 15 even possible that they were 
first used for the Empress Theodora in Hagia Sophia as late as 
6.533, 7 The terminus post quem for 1464.14, for the cistern in 
which it was found, and hence for the larer foundation walls of 


іш Mamboury’s letter (dated 17 August 1952) is preserved amongst Talbot Rice's 
nores at Birmingham University. Commenting on 221.12 and 1364.1a, he wrote: "Ea 
général les monogranimes appartiennent au Vle s, et les noms inscrits en enter, 
comme j'ai pu le voir par maints exemples, appartiennent aussi à la ргепийте moitié 
du VIs.... Pour moi, il ny a aucun doute qu'on se trouve en face d'estampilles du 
Vies’ 

Buralready Talbot Rice had written vo Sir David Russell (on ут May 1952) regard- 
ing the stamps from the cistern: ‘Mamboury is convinced they are only shortly 
before Justinian. I can't believe they are so late. But even so, they can't be early, and 
I am absolutely convinced that the mosaic cannot be earlier than yoo, and may be 
later. This letter is preserved in St Andrews University Library, Sir David Russell 
Papers, General Files, Box 134. 

i Sen ale pp- 48-2. 
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the Peristyle is therefore 518. Talbot Rice read the monogram as 
Taiow. From the published drawing, which shows a damaged 
example, this reading appears impossible, since the right-hand 
letter appears to show traces of a diagonal, and to be М or M. 
However, a photograph of a complete example is preserved in 
the excavation archive, and this shows that the four letters 
attached to the cross were Г, A, I, and (D, and the stamp is there- 
fore to be read as Tata, in the dative саѕе 97 

Regarding the date of 201.12, Talbot Rice had perhaps been 
influenced by Schneider’s article (to which he does not refer) in 
which the incorrect theory was advanced that all single-line 
stamps belong to the fifth century.’ In fact, stamps with a 
complete name іп the genitive preceded by a cross (-ГАТОҮ) 
are quite uncharacteristic of Group 1, and can hardly be earlier 
than the last quarter of the fifth century." Although the name 
l'aiou occurs at both St Polyeuktos and the Justinianic Hagia 
Sophia, it is unlikely that 201.14 refers to the same individual for 
two reasons. First, all of the bricks with this name that come 


from St Polyeuktos and Hagia Sophia bear multple-line, not 


single-line, stamps." Second, the average dimensions of the 
bricks in the cistern—340 х здо X 40750 mm.!?—are incom- 
patible with either a fifth- or early sixth-century date, and are 
closer to those of bricks ascribed to the reign of Maurice (582- 
602) and others that are possibly as early as the reign of Justin II 
(565778). 


b. The Peristyle structures: the foundation walls 
and first floor (phase 1) 


The outer walls of the Peristyle had foundations of various 
widths between c.2.20 and 3.60 m., consisting of a rubble core 
(which preserved the imprint of timber shuttering) faced with 
courses of stone with mortared joints.’* In their upper parts, the 
walls narrowed at a levelling course of greenstone blocks го а 
width of 1.85-2.85 m. This levelling course thus created an off- 
set on either side of the walls. Its blocks were joined by dovetail 
cramps (possibly of wood rather than ігоп). The inner 
foundation walls of the Peristyle, on which the colonnades 
stood, were similarly built. At least in the north-east portico the 
inner wall had an offset corresponding to that in the outer. This 
offset was revealed by three soundings made in the north-east 
portico in 1987." About ozo m. wide, and at a depth of 


GP TL, 107, fig. 21.3 with the comments of Mango, Review Г, 68. 

I" Sr Andrews University Library, Sar David Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Hemainder, box уу. 

m Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 269. See above p. 102 with n. 16, 

ІМ Seeabove pp. 99-тот. 

™ Unfortunately, stamps from neither site bear indictions. 

™ GP IL, ту. Note that the reference here to stamped bricks should read ‘see p. 
196, 005. 2-7". 

™ On brick dimensions, see above рр. 48, 102-5. The dimensions were consid- 
ered in Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett, “Construction”, as case 95, but produced по 
helpful result. ™ GP L 5-8; GPI, 7, pl. 24, В. 

™ GPL 5-6, pl. 1:2 with plan 63, section 2-2 (Site D). The outer wall of the south- 
west portico does not display this lower offer GP 1L, ту, fig. 7, pl. 3c. 

m Jobst, ‘Archäologie’, figs. 4, 15726, 2273, 7, 36» 


0.60-0.80 m. below the mosaic, the offset was found to coincide 
with a bed of mortar in the portico itself. This mortar horizon, 
found in all three soundings, appears to represent the initial 
ground level in the Peristyle."* Although decisive proof of a 
mosaic on this early floor was lacking, numerous individual 
tesserae were discovered, and in one sounding a fragment was 
found bearing decoration in black and white” Although the 
first floor level corresponded with the level of the paving on the 
upper tier of the Paved ау, the rwo structures need not have 
been built simultaneously?! We shall see that the Paved Way 
and the chamber to which it led were constructed some time 
before the Peristyle was built. 

The employment of cramps to link the greenstone blocks in 
the levelling course cannot be used as a dating criterion. Hellen- 
kemper Salies’ claim that the use of cramped blocks of stone is 
last attested in the early fifth century at the Palace of Antiochus 
is mistaken? levelling courses of cramped blocks have been 
found in the early sixth-century church of St Polyeuktos and in 
the mid-sixth-century basilica to the north of Kalenderhane 
Camii2 The use of the technique does not, therefore, rule out a 
date after the БЕЛ century. In order to dare the foundation walls 
up to the level of the first floor, we must examine the finds from 
the mortar bed and the deep clayey fill below it. The Austrian 
report makes no specific observations in this regard,’ and а 
very general fourth- or fifth-century date has been assigned to 
the first Peristyle*™ A large number of pottery sherds were 
found in the levels concerned, however,” and a number of them 
can be dated fairly accurately. The latest datable piece, which 
comes from the deep clayey fill below the floor level, is a 
fragment of Phocaean Red Slip Ware, type 3E, which dates to 


"е Jobst, Archäologie‘, 33, 40-1, 42- More that Hellenkemper Salies, ‘Review’, 
112 misunderstands the evidence, and claims tha: there is insufficient proof of the 
existence of the first floor level. The early floor is represented Бу the mortar bed 
(‘Martelausgleichschichie’). This was later covered by packing for the mosaic: 
primarily з pottery-bearing stratum (“Isoherschicht’) and rubble packing ("Bruch- 
steinpackung") containing architectural fragments (some of which possibly came 
from the demolition of the first Peristyle). Hellenkemper Salies (p. 112) claims that 
Jobst assigns the portery-bearing stratum to the period of the first floor, bur this ts 
not se: Jobst assigns the mortar bed to the period of the first floor ('Archaologie", 
31). Consequently, contrary го Hellenkemper Salies" claim, there is па discrepancy 
berween Jobst's interpretation of the evidence and that of Turnovsky, 'Fund- 
bericht’, 43, бо, who uses the pottery to give a terminus post quem for the laying of 
the second (mosaic) floor. The evidence for the existence of the first floor appears 
indisputahle. 

тт Jobst, 'Archaeloge", 42. 

2° As observed by Jobst, “Archaolopie’, 42. 

= Jobst, "Archiologie’, 42 links the first oor with the Paved Way and with the 
structure to which the Paved Way led, the remains of which were discovered 
beneath the Apsed Hall. 

хе Hellenkemper Salies, Grollen Palast’, 232-3. 

ж See above pp. 52-5. 

Ж“ Ср. Jobst, 'Archinlogie", 33. The deep ciayey fll is termed 'Hangaul- 
schütrung'. 

Жа "Turnovsky, ‘Fundbericht’, бо amempa only to provide a terminus past quem 
far the second (mosaic) Пост. 

2 Jobst, Erdal, and Gurtner, /rtanbul, тү. 

= "Turnovsky, ‘Fundberiche’, From the mortar bed in sounding 2/87 come pieces 
22-4, and fram the deep clayey fill below it in sounding 1/87 come 29-33, 16-8, 
47-71, 
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475 or later.?* This fragment, which has rightly been adduced as 
indicating a terminus post quem for the laying of the second 
(mosaic) floor,” in fact also provides a terminus post quem for 
the construction of the first Peristyle. 

There is, however, other pottery evidence of importance in 
dating the construction of the Peristyle and the laying of the first 
floor. During the Baxter excavations of 1955-38, a sounding 8 
m. deep was made in the north-east portico at Site D, and a large 
quantity of Hellenistic and Late Roman pottery was discovered 
in the filling“? Although the material found was not published 
in full, the first excavation report did contain a selection of 
twelve Late Roman pottery fragments, all of which were found 
between 2.50 and 6.70 m. below datum, and hence well below 
the level of the first Peristyle floor subsequently determined by 
the Austrians.*" All twelve are clearly fragments of Phocacan 
Red Slip Ware. On the basis of Waagé’s dating of similar pottery 
in the Athenian Agora, Martiny and Stevenson held that the 
Phocaean Red Slip pottery (then known as Late Roman С 
pottery) could be no earlier than the very end of the fourth 
century!" However, subsequent research on Late Roman 
pottery led J. W. Hayes to a different conclusion: ‘In the build- 
ing fills under the Great Palace mosaics almost all the fine-ware 
fragments are Late Roman C, with only rare scraps of African 
Б, S. Ware; this material is of late fifth- and early sixth-century 
types, with a probable terminal date of c.5 22—5 40.7? 

Hayes’ dating was questioned by Hellenkemper Salies, who 
believed that he had based his terminal date on just the five 
stamped pottery sherds mentioned in his own catalogue?" In 
fact, Hayes’ conclusion was based not simply on these 
fragments and the other pieces published in the first report, but 
on all the excavated material recorded in the pottery notes of 
R. B. K. Stevenson?" Although most of this material was 
unpublished, Hayes observed that the sherds that had been 
chosen for illustration in the excavation report were ‘typical of 
the group as a whole’.*" Stevenson's notebook recording all the 
pottery discovered at Site D in 1936 15, fortunately, preserved in 
the archives at St Andrews University, and it confirms the 
accuracy of this observation?" FIellenkemper Salies points out 


= Turnovsky, 'Fandberichi, 56, по. 38. 

9" Turnowsky, "Fundbericht', бо. 

із On Site D, see GPI p 16, plans бо, ёт, бі section 2-2. For the pottery, see GP 
1, 31-2. 

9: (PT pl. 19, паз. 26-34 (for no. 32, sce also pl. 27.96) and pl. 27.9a—c. In GPL 
62=}, по, 53 is placed in level DR 1, no. 27 in DR IL, and the remainder in DR Х. 
From p. 32, itisclear thar levels DR Land П extended from —2.50 t0—4.0 m, and from 
p. 31, itis clear thar level ОК X was at a depth of 26.72 m. In GP I, datum was taken 
to be the top of the levelling course at 26.10 m. above sea level (GP I, 2 and plan 59). 
Note that GPT, pl. 27, fig. od came from Site O (GP I, уд). 

77 (p T, 16, ут. Schneider in a review of GP T (GP II, 197) suggested an even 
earlier dare. w Hayes, LRP, 418. 

з Hellenkemper Salies, Großen Palast’, 384. Far discussion of these five pieces, 
see Hayes, LAP, 351, no. 5 (GP L бу, pl. 27, fig. 9c), 363 no. 66 (GPL, pl. 27, fig. са), 
365 жо. бу (GP T, pl. 27, fig. осе рі. 19 no. 32), 567 no. 71 (GP L, рі. 27, fig. gb), 365 
no. 79 (GP 1, pl. 27, fig. 3d). Only four of these pieces were found at Site Т), 

"5 Ser Hayes, ERP, p. xii, 418 п. 1. 

19 Hayes, LAP, 418 n; 2. 

?! J rediscovered the notebook (in which were inserted rwo ryped pages of 


that Phocaean Red Slip Ware, Form 3 was produced in the mid- 
fifth century?" Indeed, the earliest types must in fact date to 
before 450.29 But the evidence will not allow such an early 
terminal date for the pottery that was found at Site D. Hayes 
divides Form 3 into eight types (A-H) which show a gradual 
development from before 450 (type A) into the first third of the 
sixth century (type H). The rim gradually becomes shorter 
and thicker, and overhangs more and more at the bottom. That 
Hayes could establish a precise terminal date of c.522-40 із а 
clear indication that the earth dump contained a closely datable 
type of Phocaean Red Slip ware. This could only be Form 3.22 
Indeed, three certain, and rwo possible fragments of this type are 
recorded in Stevenson's notes on the Site D pottery?” Two of 
the certain pieces were found amongst the material below the 
frst floor of the Peristyle™ The other three pieces were found 
in a lower level relating to а still earlier period of occupation and 
abandonment. The pottery in this lower level was found 
beneath the debris of a partially collapsed brick wall in which 
there was a hole containing a lamp dating to the fourth or fifth 
century. 

Thus the terminus post. quem. for the construction of the 
Peristyle and its first floor is the date at which Phocaean Red Slip 
Ware, Form 3F began to be produced. In a pottery dump in 
sector 13-R at Antioch, the most developed type of Рһосасап 
Red Slip Ware found was Form 4F, and this occurred in large 
numbers.” It is assumed that the building that collapsed over 
the dump was brought down in the earthquake of 526,16 and 
hence that the material in the dump can be no later than that 
year. The same type has also been discovered in the Athenian 
Agora in a deposit of the second quarter of the sixth century.” 
The excavations at 5t Polyeuktos in Constantinople produced 
fragments of Form 3F in Deposits 14, 16, and 17.79 Deposit та, 
analysis by J. W. Hayes, dated 16 January 1963) on 30 September тойу among Sir 
David Russell's Papers (General Files, Box т 34), rather than among the excavation 
nates. From the notebook, iris clear that eleven levels were discerned in the shaft dug 
at Site D. The Phocaean Red Slip Ware pieces selected for publication were: from 
level DR I (belew —2. ха m.), 0267 (GF I, рі. 19, no. 33); from level DR П, D171 (pl. 
15, no. 27); and from level DR X (the brick wall level, -6,уо m.), D'115, D118, Ги 19, 
Dr2o, D122, Ditya, 135, 0155, D136, D157 (pl. 19, nos. 26, 31, 29, 28, уо, 32 (= pl. 
27.9 €), 34, ph 27.9 b, a, c). Stevenson's nores have been published: see Bardill and 
Hayes, "Рошегу". 

75 Hellenkenmper Salies, 'Grofien Palast,” 284. The hfth-century types of Form 3 
(types A-E) are discussed in Hayes, LRP, 329-38. On the finds of Form 3B, C, D at 
Conimbrigz in Portugal and af Form 4B at huus in Bulgaria, see Hayes, LRP 
Suppl, pp. lixtxi and Hayes, Saraçhane IL у with 424.0. 9. 

™ Hayes, LRP, узу (Form з, type А). 

™ Hayes, LRP, 329-35. 

шо For Hayes’ dating of this form, sec ГАР, 338. 

22 Certain: Dya (level DR VIT), Dro (DR VIII), Отто (DR X). Possible: тте, 
D124 (both DR X). 

23 Ту: (level DR VII), Dz5 (DR VIII). 

змо GPT, 4, 16, 31,62, pl тә | 

3 Waapé, "Tableware' pL XI, s44 Ї є Hayes, ДАР, 335, Form gF по. ac. 

ім See Waagé, "Tableware", уз, 56-7. 

7 See Hayes, LRP, 333-5 nos. 17 (= Robinson, Agora, pl. 36, Мз}, 18 
(= Robinson, Agora pls. 33, 36,71, M3 56), та, 23, 25. Hayes, LRP, 358 explains that 
no. 19 comes froma deposit dated to the second quarter of the sixth century. 

2% See Hayes, бағарһане ЇЇ, 94-6 with fig. 33 nos. 10-73 (Deposit t4), fig. 34 ло» 
17.3 (Deposit гу), 
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which comprises the layers of fll for the nave floor, contained a 
pentanummium of Justin 1 (518-27) Thus Form ҘЕ had 
certainly developed by 527, and probably by с. 20, if we assume 
that this is when the pottery dump was set down. ™ More recent 
finds from Beirut suggest that Form 3F may have appeared as 
early аз c. 520," which thus becomes the terminus post quem for 
the Peristyle. 

There is further evidencefrom the pottery dump that deserves 
attention. Stevenson, although adopting a fifth-century date for 
the Phocaean Red Slip ware, had observed the existence of 
marerial of an even later date amongst the dump: at Site O was 
found ‘a pointed jar base that was stamped with a monogram in 
relief, probably of the sixth cenrury’.** The notebook of finds 
for 1936-37 indicates that it was found at a depth of about 3 m. 
below datum, and hence well below the level of the first 
Peristyle floor." The jar described by Stevenson is to be 
identified as а Late Roman unguentarium,™ a type that ‘can 
hardly have come on the market before the very end of the fifth 
century’ and which disappeared in the mid-seventh century.?* 
A photograph in the excavation archive confirms the identifi- 
zation, and shows that the unguentarium carried a circular 
stamp containing a box monogram: 54.28 The find helps to 
zonfirm that the terminal date for the pottery dump below the 
йг floor is no earlier than the very end of the fifth century. Its 
discovery was not, however, mentioned in Martiny's discussion 
of the excavated structures? 

The evidence of the pottery, therefore, serves to support in 
general terms what we have already deduced from the evidence 
of the brickstamps. The cruciform monograms found on the 
bricks in the cistern beneath the Peristyle establish a terminus 
бо quem for both phases т and 2 of c.518 (and possibly even 


= Hendy, ‘Coins’, 189 no. 76 (from level 2617); Harrison, Saraqhane 1, 111. 

Mention of the find is omitted by Hayes, Saraçhane П, 7, who dates these deposits 
according to Mango and. ko's chronology (24-7). 
* Construction of the superstructures probably began c.$19 (see pp. г12-5). 
Clearly the pottery БІ below the nave floor cannot һауе been set down any earlier 
than $18 (the earliest dare of the coin found in Deposir 14), Thar the dumping of the 
pottery is contemporary with work on the superstructures of the church is suggest 
ed by the fact that a number of pottery-bearing levels below the nave floor also con- 
tained marble waste from the work on the sculpture (265", 3467, 3527, 45767) (set 
Harrison, Saraghbane І, 111 and ch. 1). 

™ Personal communication, John W, Hayes. The deposit ої c. 505 may possibly 
be debris associated with one of two attested earthquakes in that region in 497 and 
pez. 

із GPT 42. 3 

?? Find no. 482, For site О, see GP T, pls. бо, 61, 63 section 2-2. Fram GP I, рі. 63 
section 2—2 itisclear that the excavation at Site O reached a depth of 3 m. only inthe 
immediate vicinity of the Paved Way. It must therefore be recognized tha: the find 
may have come from disturbed levels detected іп the second campaign: GP II, 13. 

14. As suggested by Hayes,” Ampulla’, 247. We may add to the examples found at 
Constantinople, three discovered cast of Возот (Thakalof, ‘Saryros’, 125; Feissel, 
‘Inscriptions’, 415; SEG, 37 (1987) 1240), one found in the second Great Palace cani- 
pagn (GP Il, 113), and one from the Great Palace &xcavations of 1997-8 (Pasinli, 
Büyük Saray’, 68 по. 2). 

23. Hayes, ‘Ampulla’, 245. The dating is accepted by Degeest etal, "Unguentaria', 
142. 

™ St Andrews University Library, Sir David Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, Бох 38, пер, 5583 (print іп ee да). B? GP I, тй. 


с.533). But how much later than c.518 was the Peristyle estab- 
lished? Turnovsky pointed out that no fragments of the Hayes 
Type 9 amphora (Benghazi Late Roman Amphora 2) were dis- 
covered in the pottery-bearing stratum immediately below the 
phase z mosaic floor. Claiming that the Type 9 amphora began 
to appear in Constantinople in the middle of the sixth century, 
she argued that its absence strongly suggested that the stratum 
should be dated to before с.о. If so, the phase т floor must have 
been laid before the middle of the sixth century.“ In fact, how- 
ever, the Type 9 amphora was commonly found in the construc- 
поп levels at St Polyeuktos (Deposits 14-17 and 19), and was 
therefore in use in Constantinople at least as early as с.узо If 
its absence from the stratum were indeed a significant chrono- 
logical indicator, the phase 1 floor would have to have been set 
down before c.5 20. This is unacceptable, however, since, on the 
basis of brickstamp evidence, the construction of the Peristyle 
and the laying of its first floor can be firmly placed after c. 518, if 
not after c.533. Turnovsky's argument from the silence of the 
pottery is clearly flawed.” Turning to the pottery from beneath 
the phase 1 floor, we must bear in mind that the massive dump of 
earth in which it was found had not accumulated on the site, but 
elsewhere, and had been transported to the Peristyle site. The 
original excavators realized this, having found no clear stratifi- 
cation of pottery at Site D, but instead large numbers of 
Hellenistic and Early Roman sherds mixed indiscriminately 
with the Late Roman fragments throughout the dump. 
Furthermore, this substantial dumping of earth was clearly not 
connected with the construction of the Peristyle. The dumping 
operation must have been undertaken before the Peristyle was 
built, since, already at the time of the construction of the cistern 
that was demolished during the construction of the Peristyle, 
ground level was at most abouto.§ m. below the level of the later 
phase 1 floor. Clearly, therefore, the phase 1 floor may be 
considerably later than the latest pottery found in the strata 
below it. In short, the evidence of the pottery indicates that the 
Peristyle and its first and second floor are no earlier than the 
beginning of the sixth century, and the evidence of the bnck- 
stamps pushes the terminus post quem to с.418, and possibly 
even as late as c.533; but none of the evidence so far adduced 
gives any indication of a terminus ante quem. 


21 Turnovsky, "T ypologie', 62-1. 

™ Hayes, Saraghane ЇЇ, 66 (in general), 9477 (lor details of Deposits 14-17 and 
15). 

20 Turnovsky, "Туроіоріє", бі, suggests thar the absence of spatbeia from the 
pottery dump may also be significant. It may be noted, however, that even in the 
construction deposits of St Polyeuktos (сухо), the sparbeion was rare: Hayes, 
Saraçhane П, 67 (Type 14). 

™ GP, 5; Talbot Rice, ‘Mosaic Floor’, 5. The selective published data (GPL, рі. 
19 nos. 23-4, 40 (GP I, 32, 62 indicates that no. 25 came from level DR IV, and 
nos. 23-4 from level DR VIIJ) might give the impression thar the Hellenistic 
materia! was isolated between Late Roman levels (as GP I, 41-2), but from 
Stevenson's notebook, it is clear that Hellenistic and Early Roman pottery was 
found throughout the sounding, mixed with the Phocaean Red Slip ware. See Bardill 
and Hayes, ‘Pottery’, 
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c. The Peristyle structures: the mosaic pavement 


(phase 2) 


The mortar bed that represents the first floor level was later 
covered by various strata that formed the bedding for the 
magnificent mosaic pavement excavated in the north-east, 
north-west, and south-west porticoes. The layers that com- 
prised the foundation for this floor consisted of a pottery-bear- 
ing bed of about o.2—0,3 m. in thickness, and an overlying layer 
of rubble packing (statumen), about 0.60 m. thick, containing 
small stones and architectural fragments, some of which 
possibly came from the first Peristyle.“* On top of this were 
further layers of mortar (0.1 m. thick); of clay, soil, and charcoal 
(с.оз—о.о m. thick); and of hard mortar with very many small 
brick fragments (0.03 m. thick) upon which the mosaic pave- 
ment was laid?” 

The latest dated pottery fragment found in the strata above 
the level of the first floor was a piece of Phocaean Red Slip Ware 
of type ҘЕ found in one of the Austrian soundings. On the 
basis of this and the fragment of the same type found below the 
level of the first floor, a terminus post quem of 475 was proposed 
for the laying of the mosaic floor" In fact, the mosaic floor 
must be later than 500, since, as we have already demonstrated, 
even the first floor can be no earlier than the beginning of the 
sixth century (on the basis of the pottery finds from Site D) and 
must be later than с.ў18 (on the grounds of brickstamps). We 
can, therefore, certainly reject Hellenkemper Salies’ claim that 
the mosaic must have been laid in the last quarter of the fifth 
century.“ 

The raising of the floor level was, of course, accompanied by a 
raising of the inner and outer walls of the Peristyle. In the inner 
walls, the cramped greenstone levelling course was topped by 
marble stylobate blocks measuring 1.55 m. square by o.5o m. 
high, placed at intervals of 1.45 m." thereby creating a second 
offset. The stylobate blocks were arranged on a shghtly different 
alignment from the rubble foundation walls below, which has 
been taken as a further indication that we are dealing with at least 
two structural phases in the Peristyle.^* The mosaic pavement 
overlaid the greenstone levelling course.!* 

The outer walls of the Peristyle above the cramped levelling 
course were of both mortared rubble-work and brickwork. In 
the south-west portico, the bricks measured 324-340 mm. 
square x 40-50 mm. thick (10 courses to 1.02 m.).? The wall of 

мі On the pottery-bearing Isolierschicht, see Титпоув ку, ‘Fundberiche’, 43. On 
the architectural pieces in the Bruchsteinpackung, see Jobst, “Archiologie’, 43, 42. 

м СІРІ, Jobst, “Archiologic’, 39-42 with fig. 25. 

™ Turnovsky, '"Fundbericht", у ; no. $4. 

?5 Turnovsky, "Fundbericht', бо. 

?^ Hellenkemper Sales, ‘Groflen Palast’, 284, 368; Hellenkemper salies, 
"Review", 112. 

4 Jobst, "Archáologie', 32-3 ("Stereobathlocken’); GP I, 6. Cramps: GP ЇЇ, 19, 

on 
ic" Jobst, "Archiologie", 32, 42. 


a Jobst, ‘Archiologie’, 41, fig. yo. 
20 GPJ 6 


the north-east portico had brick piers (bricks 350 x 350 x 35 
mm., To courses to 0,99 m.) constructed along its inner face. 
These projected one metre into the portico, and created recesses 
in which marble benches had been incorporated.™ The bricks 
used in the walls of the south-west and north-east porticoes 
were therefore similar in size to those used in the earlier cistern, 
and are far smaller than the material in Groups r and 2. 

In the north-west portico, the mosaic foundation rested upon 
the vault of a brick conduit running from the north-west to the 
south-east, which cut through the cement surface of the Paved 
Way (Fig. 19 D)2* The conduit was certainly earlier than the 
mosaic, and possibly laid immediately before the mosaic 
floor. The dimensions of the bricks (340 x 340 x 40 mm., with 5 
courses to c.40 тп.) are consistent with those used in the outer 
walls of the Peristyle in phase 2, and in the cistern below the 
phase 1 Peristyle. 

The mosaic was in use long enough to require substantial, 
careful repairs in opus зірпіпит, and this provides the only 
clue to the length of time separating phases 2 and 3. 


d. The Peristyle structures; the marble pavement 
(phase 3) 


In phase 3, in the north-east and south-west porticoes, a pave- 
ment of marble slabs (1.0-1.5 m. broad x 2.0-2.5 m. long x 
0,02-0,06 т. thick) was laid over the mosaic in а make-up of 
hard mortar mixed with crushed brick. This make-up was 
0.30-0.45 т, deep in the north-east portico, and o.12 m. deep in 
the south-west portico.” Below this, in the north-east portico, 
there was a packing of marble chips.“ The majority of the 
pottery between the mosaic and the marble pavement was 
‘coarse reddish-brown ware including extremely crude jars with 
a sort of ribbing, like overlapping strakes, produced by some 
sharp instrument. Another shape is a carefully corrugated juglet 
covered outside with a slip the colour of the body, and fired 
black inside." Unfortunately, Stevenson selected only glazed 
Byzantine pottery for discussion, and this unglazed material 
was not considered in any detail, and none of ir was illustrated. 
He did, however, observé that a terminus post quem for the lay- 
ing of the mosaic had been established by the sixth-century 
stamped unguentarium found at Site ©), and that the date of the 
pottery above the mosaic probably did not accurately represent 
the date of the laying of the marble floor, since similar unglazed 
material had been found beneath rhe mosaic in association with 
Phocaean Red Slip ware.?* 

In the marble pavement phase, the marble stylobates of the 


м GP], 5-6. 

т GP], 7, то, pl. 4.2, plans ёт and 63, section 6-6; GP TI, ro, pl. 1 B, fig. 5 по, 3- 

™ GP], ta. 

79. СРП, ap AL СР, g itis suggested thar phase 2 may have come to an end after 
an earthquake. Bs CPI R8. 

Бе GPT, 8, This packing contained lamp no. 19: СР, pl. 27, fig. Ва. 

ы £P]. зу 

® ЄР, 33. 
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north-east and south-west Peristyle colonnades were used as 
the foundations for brick walls.?* Thus, what had previously 
been porticoes were transformed into closed corridors. Again, 
the dimensions of the bricks employed in these walls (310-330 x 
35-40 mm.) are not typical of Group 1 or Group 2.2% The 
discovery of moulded marble door-frames, which resembled 
those in Justinian’s Hagia Sophia, demonstrated that there 
had been openings from the corridors into the сошпуага 2% 
The almost total removal of the north-west colonnade and its 
mosaic allowed the courtyard and the north-east and south- 
west corridors to be extended as far as the north-west outer wall 
of the Peristyle. Beyond this wall, a 4 m.-wide corridor was built 
over an existing vaulted cellar passage (Fig. 19 E). To provide 
access from the 4 m.-wide corridor to the extended courtyard, a 
door was incorporated in the middle of the old north-west wall, 
and a flight of steps was built down from 10.28 

In order to achieve the extension of the courtyard, it had been 
necessary to remove the mosaic and its foundations in the north- 
west portico toa depth of about 1.50 m. below the mosaic. After 
the mosaic and its foundation had been cleared away, a conduit 
with a pitched brick vault was laid in a trench along the inside of 
the north-west wall. This trench cut through the phase 2 conduit 
mentioned above, what remained of the mosaic foundations, 
and the Paved Way (Fig. 19 F). After the drain had been built, 
the trench was packed with rubble and white mortar.” Several 
stamped bricks were recovered from the walls of this drain 
(620.1a). Talbot Rice believed that they had been reused, and 
the reason for this 15 clear from his notes, where he recorded that 
the stamped bricks were fragmentary whereas the unstamped 
bricks were complete. Similar stamps were found in the vaults 
builtto support the floor of the Apsed Hall, and in the chambers 
adjoining the south-west flank of the Apsed Hall (618.1b, 
619.18, 620.1), which may indicate that the material came from 
structures of the mosaic phase. Given that the complete bricks in 
the drain were unstamped, it is possible that the practice of 
brickstamping had ceased by the tume the conduit was laid. Since 
our latest dated brickstamps belong to the reign of Maurice 
(582—602), this would suggest c.600 as a terminus post quem for 
the conduit, and hence for the marble pavement phase. Again, 
the dimensions of the complete bricks in the drain (320-340 x 
до MM., ў courses 0.go-0.47 m.) are smaller than those in both 
Groups 1 and 2. 

After the removal of the mosaic and its foundations in the 
north-west portico, and after the laying of the drain along the 


"^ (PL 3, 

= GP], 9 (with pl. 2, Ges. т, 4) gives dimensions from two phase 3 lpcatians. The 
third set of dimensions given (from the north-east wall) in fact relates го a larer phase 
(see below). 

™ GP I, 9, 12, pls. 12.1, 134- 

м GP, 9, 

№ GP], ro, pls. 4.2, 12.1. СРП, о-та, figs. 4 no. 6, рпа. 6, pl 2 Bc. 

™ GP IT, тоо, Also found in this location was a brick stamped with 1247.12. 

% The notes concerned аге in the Barber Institute of Fine Arts, Birmingham 
University. 

м GPT, io. 


north-west wall, packed earth was deposited to the same level 
as the marble floors in the north-east and south-west 
corridors.” In the packing, at about 1.35 m. below the top of 
the stylobate blocks, a coin of Justinian I was found. This dis- 
covery, together with the style of the door frames, led Martiny 
to ascribe the marble pavement phase to c.5502* Вит the 
door frames may well have been reused, and they and the coin 
provide only a terminus post quem for the marble pavement 
phase.*” Subsequently, a trench was cut into this packing for 
the construction of another drain, parallel to, and 2 m. to the 
south of the conduit just described (Fig. 19 G)" During the 
second campaign, it became clear that sherds that had been 
found in this area during the first campaign must have 
come from this trench." Amongst the pottery, now called 
Glazed White Ware I, the first excavators had found coins of 
Phocas (бо2—то) and Constantine ГУ (668—85).7* This trench 
was certainly cut later than the creation of the marble-paved 
corridors. But, as in the case of the first and second floors of 
the Peristyle, the date of the trench may not be accurately 
represented by the date of the latest pottery and coins found 
in 17? If, however, the pottery does give a reliable indication of 
when the trench was cut, then the marble pavement was set 
down no later than c.7oc. It may be noted that the cutting of 
the trench need not indicate the end of the marble pavement 
phase, since the drain was laid not in the marble-paved north- 
west passage, but in the courtyard just to the south-east of that 
passage.7* The absence of stamps on the complete bricks in the 
drain along the north-west wall, taken together with the pottery 
and coin evidence, might be interpreted as suggesting that the 
marble pavement phase began between с.боо and с.7оо. 

The marble pavement continued to be used long enough for 
repairs to be needed, and was then damaged in a serious fire. In 
many places, the pavement was blackened and cracked, and it 
was covered by a layer, up to o.40 m. thick, of remains of burnt 
roof beams, of root-tiles, and of the walls themselves." Later, in 
the north-east corridor, a new rear wall was built directly in 
front of the brick piers (Fig. 19 Н). Its foundation trench cut 
through debris that had accumulated above the marble pave- 
ment, through the pavement itself, and through the mosaic 
below. Marble and mosaic fragments were found in its filling. 


м СРП, 8-5, 12. Datum in fig, 4 refers to the level of the mosaic floor (GPT, 1), 
and is therefore abour 2.45 m. below the darum of GPL 

за GPI, 16-17 with section 8-8 on pl. 12, бр. 1 

?" Compare the comments of Nordhagen, "Great Palace’, $7, who is sa sceptical 
as to wonder whether the coin may even have came from what remained of the pack- 
iag lor the mosaic floor. 

із СРП, 8 (fg. 4 по. 7), 9, pls. з Bc. 

п GP Il, 9. 

гі GP тб, 34-5 (Site Ay); pL 61 Ea IV 2-4, section 8-8; pl. 12.1. For Glazed 
White Ware I, see Hayes, Saragbane П, 15-15. 

7" Compare the comments of Nordbagen, “Great Palace’, 47-8. 

™ GPI o with fig. 4 no. 7; hig. p cross-section В-В. 

P3 (GP ], 8. The Paved Street, probably contemporary with the mosaic (phase 2), 
outside the north-east portico had also been affected Бу а fire "which may perhaps be 
dated very roughly by a coin of Constantine V (AD 740-75)". See GI 1, 21. 
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The bricks of this new wall measured 300-340 x 40-45 mm. (4 
courses c.3o m. high)?" 

The evidence suggests that by the mid-twelfth century the 
Peristyle area was falling into ruin, apparently following 
another fire: a coin of Manuel I (1143-80) was found fused with 
numerous fragments of strip armour amongst the debris of walls 
that had collapsed on to the paved street along the north-east 
flank of the Peristyle;*” and a dump of mint refuse to the north- 
east of the courtyard contained a coin of Alexius ПІ (1195- 
1203)2" Evidence of burning was also found to the north-east of 
the Peristyle, This fire was certainly later than the burials of the 
Comnene period (1281-1185) found below the burnt layer?” 


е. The structures south-east of the Peristyle 


The Apsed Hall and the complex structures below it were dis- 
covered during the second campaign of excavations, and 
showed various phases of building, the most important of these 
being the first and the fifth. The first phase involved the con- 
struction of Piers Іа and Ib, and Piers Па-а (Fig. 19 B). Although 
Piers Ia and Ib were clearly erected earlier than the piers they 
abutted (Па and ПЬ respectively), all six piers were probably 
part of the same construction project, since the brick arch that 
had once rested on Piers 1а and Ib supported superstructures 
that had also rested on Pier IIa.?* Piers Ia and Ib were of com- 
posite construction: brickwork articulated by occasional single 
greenstone courses. The average brick dimensions were 380 x 
380 x до mm., with то courses to 2.92 m.; and the greenstone 
blocks were 0.38—25.30 m. high! Single greenstone bands in 
pure brickwork are first seen in the substructures of St 
Polyeuktos с.508-22, although we cannot be certain that the 
technique was not introduced in the second half of the ВЕН 
century.“ The brick dimensions would also agree with a date in 
the early sixth century)? These piers must represent the sub- 
structures of the lost building to which the Paved Way led,™ 
and it is notable that the only other bricks of similar size in the 
excavated structures were used to construct the upper tier af 
arches in the Paved Way. 

Piers IIa-d were built of greenstone blocks between 250 and 
goo mm. high, bedded in white mortar." Pier Па showed 
evidence of reuse on two occasions. On the first occasion a 
pitched brick vault replaced the original greenstone vault, but 
presumably covered the same area. The first bricks of this vault 
(from Pier IIa towards ПА) remained im sits overlying the 


m (GP TI, 4, fig. 3 no. 3. The original excavarors wrongly believed that this new 
north-east boundary wall had been established in the marble pavement phase: GP 1, 
9, pl. 2.1. 

17 GPL 21,99. 

m РІ, 26, 17. 

m See GP I, 24 (burnt layer), 23, 46 (burials). See also Bolognesi, "Winter, 130-1 
(although the charcoal is debris fram the mint, not evidence of burning). 

т ОРТ, 32-3 (Ib, ПІ), 36-9 (Ta, Ib, Па), 49. 

ш GP TL, 33 (Pier Ib), 16-8 (Pier Ia). 

ні See above pp. 52-3. 

из Gee Table rg. м CPI, 49. Ws PT, ча, 


springing of the greenstone arch.“ A brick stamped with 
утла, said to have been found ‘ix situ in brickwork repairs to 
the stone arch’ and in ‘one of the earliest sections of the build- 
ing complex’ presumably came from here." Talbot Rice 
described this stamp as a ‘long single-lined stamp’, observed that 
its shape was ‘closer to that found on Roman bricks than are 
any of the others’, and pronounced that it was ‘Probably 
fourth century"? But the stamp is clearly cruciform; and this, 
together with the abbreviation INA followed by the S-shaped 
abbreviation sign, indicates а sixth- (or possibly late fifth-) 
century date. The name abbreviation 'TAo( ) is probably to be 
linked with rectangular stamps from Hagia Sophia and the Baths 
of Zeuxippos which bear the complete name ТАсріоо (Table та, 
Section т), If so, the stamp could hardly be earlier than the very 
beginning of the sixth century, nor later than about 565. The 
average brick size for this repair (360 x збо x до mm.) is typical 
of early sixth-century material,™ and it may be noted that the 
bricks used in the third and fourth phases of repair were of 
simular dimensions (збо ж збо х до mm.) These piers 
originally supported the floor of the building to which the 
Paved Way led. It would therefore appear that that building was 
still standing at least until the beginning of the sixth century. The 
Apsed Hall, which must be later still, may have been supported 
in part by these piers.*” 

The fifth phase is associated with the construction, using great 
stone blocks, of the foundations for the external walls of the 
Apsed Hall, its antechamber, and the Triple Arch dividing the 
two. The construction of Piers Vb, c, d of the Triple Arch (Fig. 
19 I) necessirated the removal of the brick arches resting on both 
the composite piers and the abutting greenstone piers. Piers Ila 
and Па were then used to carry a half-barrel vault (lower than 
the previous brick vault) to buttress the Triple Arch on its 
south-east face.7* The south-west pier of the Triple Arch (Vb) 
was built of twelve courses of limestone blocks (to a height of 


ш РІ, за, pl. 140. 

ж GPIL, тоб, 

е GP IL гос. 

т Written on the back of the photograph of this stamp in the Talbor Rice 
Archive are the words, "In situ, on right of stone arch entering from $.E,, and of 
earlier date than grear stone wall’, The ‘great sane wall' refers to the south-west wall 
(cp. GP IL, 38) or, more likely, the Triple Arch (ep, GP Й, 34). IF ‘entering’ here 
means ‘springing’, Pier Па ог Па must be meant. Whatever the exact findspot of this 
brick, it certainly provides a terminás post quem for the Apsed Hall. 

= GPI tog. 

т ӨРТІ, 106. 

= See the discussion of the characteristics of stamps in Group 2 on p. roa. 

™ GP II, $6 (where Ward-Perkins gives measurements for the corresponding 
arch between Piers ITh and c; ср. GP TI, 31). 

™ GP IL, 39-40. 

= Further evidence for a sixth-century terminus post quem for the Apsed Hall 
may come from the structure recorded by Mamboury and Wiegand to the north- 
east of che Apsed Hall. (See structure Db in Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaláste, 
33174, pls. 85-8). Its struceural technique (pure brickwork (bricks збо к збо х fo 
mum.) with single limestone courses at the springing of the vaults) suggests a sixth- 
century date. The building is said to be earlier than the Apsed Hall, since a large 
arched doorway and a small window in its south wall were blocked when the foun- 
dation of the Apsed Hall was built, cp. GP IL, 26, 28 and Bolognesi, "Survey IT, 135. 

mw GP II, уз, 54, fig. туў. 
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6.22 m.) topped by 13 courses of brick, measuring on average 
здо тат. square x 4o mm. thick (то courses to 0.99 m.) Simi- 
larly, the six surviving courses of brickwork that stood on top of 
the stone foundations of the Apsed Hall, and which represented 
с all that remained of the иррег walls of the Hall, consisted of 
bricks measuring on average 140 mm square x 4o mm. thick (5 
courses to 0.42 то.) 28 Ward-Perkins records that the bricks of 
the substructures of the Apsed Hall's antechamber were 
approximately the same size, measuring 330—340 mm. square by 
40—4$ rum. thick (5 courses іо п.46-0.47 ші.) М" 

At the south-east end of the Apsed Hall were found three 
courses of limestone blocks that indicated the commencement 
of a semicircular apse with a diameter of 10.9 m. (Fig. 19 ПР” 
The blocks were linked by dovetail cramps >" Just in front of 
the opening of the apse were two piers, 3.2 m. apart, placed 
symmetrically about the axis of the Hall (Fig. тә K). These had 
clearly been built specifically to support the floor of the Apsed 
Hall. ‘The south-west pier, of pure brick construction, 
was better preserved. From it sprang both an arch towards a 
destroyed pier within the apse, and a higher vault (of which only 
the corbelled springing survived) towards the north-west. These 
piers were later reinforced by the addition of piers on their 
north-west sides, which, together with two more piers further 
to the north-west, supported a low domical vault. The two 
phases of construction are not necessarily separated by a long 
period, for the techniques employed and the dimensions of the 
bricks are indistinguishable, except for the fact that, in the 
secondary piers, a levelling course of limestone blocks was used 
at the springing of the arches. ™ The bricks measure 330-350 х 
35-50 mm. with 5 courses to 0.47 m., and Ward-Perkins com- 
mented that this appeared to be ‘a very irregular batch The 
dimensions are similar to those recorded in the Triple Arch, the 
superstructure of the Apsed Hall, and the substructures of its 
antechamber. They are also much the same as the brick sizes 
reported in the cistern below the Peristyle, and the Peristyle 
structures of phases 2 (mosaic period) and 3 (marble pavement 
period). As we observed in the case of the Peristyle, the dimen- 
sions of the bricks are considerably smaller than those of 
Justinianic bricks, and are similar to those of the stamped bricks 
that have been ascribed to the reign of Maurice and others that 
are possibly as early as the reign of Justin 11. 

In the debris of the fallen vault beneath the Apsed Hall were 
found brickstamps 222.14, 618.1b, бт9.та, 787-1d Each of 

ж GPII ar. 4 
СРП, 41. 

ӨРТІ, 46. On the antechamber; see ӨРТІ, 26-34, 
СРП, 42-4 figs. 12, 16. 
ЄРЇЇ, 43. 

w GP TL, 41-2. 

Hi See GP UL, pl. в ду which shows the view roughly towards che west: earlier pier 
{south-west of axis) in centre, pier for domical vault. (with limesione levelling 
course) on right, See also pls. t 3-1, 

ж GPT, 42, тб. 

95 Ar GP П, 42, Talbot Rice omits tà refer то briekstamps 618.1b, Grota and 


737.1d. Examples of 787.1d were certainly found here (see GP IL, 158 no. 7, and 
Talbor Bice’s notes), and many examples of grab and бто.ла are recorded as 
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these stamps is typical of Group 2, bearing two lines of text, a 
complete name in the genitive case preceded by a cross, and, in 
the case of 618.1b, 619.12, 787.14, giving a title and employing 
the S-sign."* In his notes, Talbot Rice recorded that go per cent 
of the stamps found were 618.1b, 6r9.1a, and other similar 
types. It is not entirely clear, however, whether bricks with 
stamps f18.1b and 619.1a are reused or contemporary with the 
construction. Both name one 'Такхууоз ckp( )s. А complete brick 
bearing this name is in the Hagia Sophia Museum (AM r, 
619.1b) and measures just 340 x 337 X so mm., which may point 
to a post-Justinianic date. The dimensions of the similarly 
stamped bricks from the Apsed Hall, as published and recorded 
in Talbot Rice's notes are, however, somewhat larger, but still 
below average for Group 2.27 Were the abbreviation cxp( ) ra be 
completed скр(1 ауас), rather than cxp(wviaptou), then a date 
before $45, when the title is first attested =“ would be unlikely. 
As for 222.14 апа 787.14, bricks from other sites with similar 
stamps have dimensions within the parameters for Group 2 
material.” These are certainly to be explained as larger bricks of 
the early sixth century that were reused in the construction of 
the Apsed Hall" 

South-west of the Apsed Hall were found four, possibly five, 
vaulted chambers (Fig. 19 L)2"' Conduits leading into the vaults 
showed that they were intended as cisterns, but the absence of 
waterproofing and ілсгиѕїапоп caused by standing water 
suggests that they were never used. Their walls abutted the great 
stone foundations of the Apsed Hall, which were therefore 
already in place when the chambers were built. That need not 
mean, however, that the chambers were planned and built as 
part of a separate project. All of them were filled almost to the 
top of their barrel vaults with rubble.” Talbot Rice points out 
that, since the numerous brickstamps in the debris of Chamber 
І (which was cleared by the excavators) were all variants of the 
coming from this location (trench D2) in Talbot Rice's notes. GP T, rog no. 8 clearly 


stands forall the variants of ‘loxivyowcKp( ) ssumps discovered, including 618.1b and 
19.04, 


xe "The names or names and 01105 om these stamps have пот been femly assigned 
to the sixth century in Group 2, Section 1. 

хо бү к 360 « joo X уо, 618.16: зро X 330 & 40 arid {ба x 360 X $ 5. бід.та! 355 х 
gp рр. баета: убак рухро уба X? нбе зро x 35g X pi бо x 2 pa 364 RP EG, 
(All dimensions іп mm.) The only other stamps with the title exp( ) name one 
Georgios, and carry a monogram of the Emperor Maurice. 

М Tones, LRE, ii 653. 

9 "The dimensions given in GP 11, 1083-9 are: 222.1: 370 Хубо Хх 65 mm; 787.14: 
уто X340 x 38 mm. Those given for 727.14 seem rather smaller chan expected, com- 
paring similar material from other sites. 

W Excavations during the first campaign at Site Hr (north-east of the Peristyle) 
revealed a building with seven piers that support arches, and a cellar. Marziny dated 
the structure to the early sixth century on the grounds that che brickstamps 
уге similar to those known from Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene, and chat the con- 
struction technique was typically Justinianic, the piers being of pure brick with 
occasional courses of ashlar (GP I, 17). However, the face that che piers beneath the 
Apsed Hall, and the vaulted chambers vo the south-east of it, were also builein this 
fashion, allows the possibility of я later date, perhaps contemporary with the Apsed 
Hall and Peristyle, the Justinianic stamped bricks having been reused. The brick 
dimensions spanned the range 110-386 mm. square by 30-50 mm. thick (GP Ї, 25), 
and it is possible that some of the smaller material belongs to the late sixth century. 

ЧИ GP IL fig. 9, поз. 1, 1, tv, V and possibly tit. 

эз (5P 1L 46-8, fig. 18, pl. 15. 
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same type (8z1.1e, k, 1), the bricks probably came from а single 
demolished structure?” They bear the name Kavevervtivou, 
which is firmly ascribed to Group 2 (Table r4, Section 1), and 
сап hardly have come into use before sos, 

The end-wall of Chamber I was built of limestone blocks, 
which had clearly been reused, since in several cases cramp- 
holes were visible in the vertical faces“ The side walls were of 
widely jointed brickwork pointed horizontally with a зо mm.- 
wide groove, flat in section. A course of dressed grey limestone 
punctuated the pure brickwork after every 9 courses or «о. The 
footing was of smaller coursed-stone masonry (probably facing 
a mortared rubble core), which at one point stood upon a course 
of massive stone blocks." Ward-Perkins gives the average brick 
dimensions as 340 x 340 хас mm., with 5 courses to 0.46—0.47 
m." These correspond with those of the bricks in the walls and 
supporting vaults of the Apsed Hall, in the cistern beneath the 
Peristyle, and in the walls of phases 2 and 3 of the Peristyle. 
Bricks found in sits in the walls of this chamber bore the name 
Каустамтїмог (821.те, К, D; and others were inscribed with 
Тоймуоз ckp( ) (620.1a)2"* Bricks bearing the former were 
certainly reused, but those stamped with the latter (as in the case 
of the similar examples noted above that were found in the 
vaulting debris of the Apsed Hall (618.1b, 619.1a)), may have 
been manufactured shortly before the chamber was erected. 

Glazed pottery fragments of the mid-cwelfth century were 
discovered in a refuse dump in the substructures of the Hall?!” 
This supports the evidence found in the Peristyle, which 
suggested that rhe site was falling into ruin around 1150. 


Р Conclusion 


"The earliest structures on the site are the brick wall discovered at 
a considerable depth at Site D in 1936, and the Paved Way. Ш 
anything can be deduced from the size of the bricks from which 
it was built, the lower arcade of the Paved Way may belong to 
the late fourth century. If so, the arcade would have stood as a 
raised bridge, since the pottery evidence indicates that until at 
least the beginning of the sixth century the ground level in this 
area remained at a depth of about 6.7 m. below the later phase 2 
(mosaic) floor. However, the excavations appear to have 
revealed no evidence of any early rooms to which this lower 
viaduct may have led, and the lower tier of arches may in fact 
have been contemporary with the upper. The bricks in the upper 
arcade of the Paved Way and in the composite piers that once 
supported the chamber to which the two-tier viaduct led (Piers 


ИСРА, oo GPlhan || 7 СРИ, 46. 9% СРИ, 36, 

М” GP I, той по. 4. This catalogue entry stands for several variants of this type ої 
stamp that were discovered. The entry states chat sume were found in situ, others in 
the filling. 

"5 РІЇ, год по, 8. This catalogue entry stands for che many variants of this type 
of stamp that were discovered. The example chosen for illustration аз fig. 21, по. Rin 
fact came from elsewhere (trench T), according to Talbot Rice's notes. In the same 
notes, Chamber 1 is referred to as trench C o. 

w PIR 44, 111-12. 


Ia and Ib) are of typical early sixth-century size (380 x 380 x 
40 mm.). The composite construction of the piers is highly 
appropriate to rhe early sixth century, too, although it must be 
admitted that we cannot be certain that the technique was not in 
use in the later fifth. A stamped brick used in а repair to Pier Па 
can be no earlier than the beginning of the sixth century. Thus 
the Apsed Hall that replaced the earlier chamber to which Pier 
Па belonged must have been built later than c. оо, 

The next phase of building on the site saw the construction of 
the cistern over which the Peristyle would later be built. Since its 
floor level was only 1.5 m below the level of the later phase 2 
(mosaic) floor, it is clear that a substantial dumping of earth, 
raising the ground level by at least 5 m., had taken place. Pottery 
in the earth dump indicates that this terracing work must have 
been undertaken after 500. Presumably the operation should be 
linked with the construction of the upper tier (if not both tiers) 
of the Paved Way and the chamber to which the Paved Way led 
rather than with the later construction of the cistern, 

The cruciform monogram on the bricks from the cistern indi- 
cates that it was built after {18 (and possibly after c.¢ 33). Mono- 
grams known from early sixth-century contexts are in the 
genitive case, so the fact that the monogram on the bricks in the 
cistern is in the dative case raises the suspicion that the structures 
might be assigned ro a different, post-Justinianic period. This 
possibility is strongly supported by the observation that the 
bricks in the cistern (340 x 340 х 40-70 mm.) are considerably 
smaller than those used in the upper arcade of the Paved Way 
and in the piers of the building to which that viaduct led. The 
size is not typical of the Justinianic period, and we may conclude 
that the cistern—and hence the later Peristyle and its first floor 
(phase 1)—is later than the major Justinianic monuments, such 
as Hagia Sophia. It appears, therefore, that the terminal date of 
the pattery in the earth dump below this first floor does not give 
a true indication of the date at which the first floor was laid, 

The bricks of the phase 2 Peristyle, of the superstructure 
of the Apsed Hall, of the Triple Arch, the antechamber sub- 
structures, and of the vaulted chambers built up against the 
Apsed Hall are similar in size to the bricks used in the earlier 
cistern, measuring c.349 х 340 x 49 mm, This is again indicative 
of a post-Justinianic date. Bricks of early sixth-century dimen- 
sions, and bearing early sixth-century stamps, that were 
found in the debris below the Apsed Hall, and im situ in the 
adjoining vaulted chambers, must have been old material reused 
in those structures. It is conceivable that these bricks were 
salvaged when the earlier chamber below the Apsed Hall was 
demolished, , 

The changes in the sizes of the bricks through the various 
phases of the structures were noted by Ward-Perkins, but no 
comparisons were made with dimensions at other sites, and the 
importance of the diminution was missed.” Ward-Perkins 
wrongly concluded that bricks about 340 mm. square were 
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typical of the Justinianic period, and suggested that larger 
material, up го 380 mm. square, was older and reused.?! The 
larger material is indeed reused, but belongs to the early sixth 
century, whereas the smaller bricks are typical of Byzantine 
architecture of the seventh to mid-ninth centuries, occurring, 
for example, in the repairs made to Hagia Eirene after the earth- 
quake of 740, in the Fildami cistern, atSt Nicholas at Demre, and 
in the Koimesis Church at Iznik (Nicaea).7 Bricks of this 
smaller size were certainly in use during the reign of Maurice 
and possibly as early as the reign of Justin 11.22 If the construc- 
поп of the Peristyle and Apsed Hall were to be placed in the late 
sixth century, at the beginning of the so-called Dark Ages, the 
reuse of early sixth-century bricks, of cramped blocks in the 
vaulted chambers abutting the Apsed Hall, and of old archi- 
tectural members in the Peristyle would not be surprising? 

Although it is uncertain whether stamps 618.1b, 619.1a, 
620.1a, of which large numbers were found in the debris below 
the Apsed Hall and іт sit: in Chamber I, are contemporary with 
the construction of the Hall or reused, they would, if they could 
be accurately dated, provide a terminus post quem, and perhaps 
a fairly accurate date, for the construction of the Apsed Hall. If 
they refer to a skribon (rather than to a skriniarios), the Apsed 
Hall would be later than 545, when that title is first attested. A 
single stamped brick (measuring 350 x ? x 45 mm.) was found 
loose in Chamber C beneath the antechamber of the Apsed Hall. 
In Talbot Rice’s opinion, it had fallen from the vault of thar 
chamber (Fig. 19 M). Presumably because its inscription could 
not at the time be adequately deciphered, the stamp was not 
published. It carries a monogram of the emperor Maurice 
(582—602) and a second indiction (231.1b). Consequently, its 
manufacture сап be dated to 583/4 or 598/9; and if Talbot Rice 
is correct in believing that it came from che vault, it gives a 
terminus post quem, and perhaps an approximate date, for the 
construction of rhe Apsed Hall. 

The fourth-century date suggested for the construction of 
the Peristyle and Apsed Hall by Miranda may now be firmly 
rejected, together with the fifth-century date of Hellenkemper 
Salies, and the early sixth-century dating proposed by both 
Talbot Rice and; more recently, Jobst. Both the phase т Peri- 
style and the Apsed Hall are apparently post-Justinianic, and the 
construction. of the latter was probably, but. not certainly, 
undertaken іп or after 83/4. 

The evidence for establishing a terminus ante quem for the 

m GPIL2& + 

х See the survey of Dark Age brickwork from various sites in Ruggieri, 
Architecture, 153-61 and, on the Fildarm cistern, p. 39. Rugpieri concludes (p. 161) 
that'one may take 32-55 by 3.54.5 cm. as the most frequently employed dimension 
during our period [582-867] . The high average dimensions tor this period that are 
presented by Mitchell, Aran, and Liggett ('Constriction', 474, table у, class 4) are 
perhaps to be accounted for by the broad chronological parameters chosen for the 
class (8th-reth centuries) and the extensive reuse of earlier material in thar period. 

MY See p, тоб, 
For the cessation of brickstamping, sec above pp. 19—41. 
Miranda, ‘Palais Sacré’; Hellenkemper Salies, "Groben Palast’, 234, 358; Talbot 


Rice, "Mosaic Floar’, 5; Jobst, ‘Großen Palat": Jobst, Erdal, and Gurtner, Гата, 
11,243, бі. 


construction of the Apsed Hall is not strong. We have noted that 
several large cisterns were constructed to the south-west of the 
Apsed Hall. These seemed never to have been used, and were 
found crammed full of debris. The Emperor Heraclius, who had 
a phobia of water, is said to have ordered cisterns at the 
Magnaura, and between the Justinianos and the Lausiakos to be 
filled up."* On topographical grounds, the cisterns with which 
we are concerned cannot be identified with those mentioned in 
our texts.’ Nevertheless, if, for the sake of argument, we 
assume that the Apsed На! cisterns were similarly filled under 
Heraclius (610—41), then their construction, and hence the con- 
struction of the Apsed Hall, could be no later than about 638, by 
which time Heraclius phobia had become serious. That 
would make the most likely reigns for the construction of the 
Apsed Hall those of Maurice (582-602), Phocas (602-10), and 
Heraclius (610-41). 

The relative dares of the Peristyle and Apsed Hall are far trom 
clear” Bur, in all likelihood, the Hall was contemporary with 
either phase 1 or phase 2 in the Peristyle. That would mean that 
the mosaic floor (phase 2) could be no earlier than the Apsed 
Hall; that is, по earlier than $83/4.. We could thus rule out 


Cameron's suggestion that the mosaic should be dated to the ` 


reign of Justin П (565-78)? Mango's proposal that the Peri- 
style апа Apsed Hall should be ascribed to Tiberius П (578-82) 
would be acceptable only if we were to assume that work began 
under that emperor, but was largely undertaken by Maurice." 

We have no certain indication as to how much time elapsed 
berween the construction of the Peristyle (phase 1) and the lay- 
ing of the mosaic floor (phase 2). If, for the sake of argument, we 
take the pottery evidence at face value and assume that the 
marble pavement phase is unlikely to be later than с.700, then 
the laying of the mosaic pavement, which was in use long 
enough to require careful repairs in opus signinum,” is unlikely 
to have occurred. much later than 650, Certainly, the date of 
c.630 suggested for the mosaic by Trilling on art historical 
grounds is not unlikely.” 

The marble pavement phase seems to have been ended by fire. 
Further construction in the Byzantine period is indicated by the 


ха. Theophanes Continuatu 5.92 and Cedrenus й. 241. 

и Far the topography of the area, see Bardill, "Great Palace". 

ча Trilling, ‘Soul’, бо n. 144. 

Y! See GP TI, 43. Talbot Rice presumably believed that the Apsed Hall was later 
than the Peristyle, since he was prepared to dare all the brickstamps below the Hall 
to the sixth century (222.14, $23.1b, 618.rc, e, 619.12, 787. 1d, 82 r.re, k, b GP I, 
158-9), yet insisted on dating those below the Peristyle то the fourth or fifth 
century (361.12, $71.12, бала GP I], 107-8). 

9? Cameron, ‘Justin П", 75-6. 

H Mango, "Review I’, 69-70; Mango, Arr, 128, John of Ephesus ates that Justin 
П and Sophia occupied the Great Palace and thar Tiberius occupied and remodelled 
the northern part. This might conceivably mean that Justin and Sophia occupied the 
extension thar Justin had created to the south of the orginal Daphne Palace (Leo 
Grammaticus, Chronographia, 147-2; Mango, Ars, 138). The narthern part that was 
remodelled by Tiberius would then be the original Daphne Palace, in which the 
Peristyle and Apsed Най) were indeed located (see Ваг, “Great Palace"). 

GP IL, 23. 

™ Trilling, ‘Soul, éo-9. Mundell Mango, “Seventh Cemury' 131-4 has 
expressed doubts about Trilling's date 
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erection of a new north-east Peristyle wall. The Peristyle and 
Apsed Hall were clearly not incorporated within the circuit wall 
of the Boukoleon Palace, which was erected under Nicephorus 
П Phokas in 969." How long they remained in use thereafter is 
uncertain, but it seems that they were in ruins by the middle of 
the twelfth century?" 


9. THE HARBOUR OF THE BOUKOLEON 


The discovery of two types of stamp (230,га, 1028.1c) in the 
piers between the Maritime Gate and the so-called House of 
Justinian in the Sea Walls (Great Palace, area Fb, Fig. 18) merits 
atrention."5 Both types carry monogram no. 55, and they 
have consecutive indictions (fifteenth and first). It seems thar 
numerous examples of stamp то28.1с were noted, since 
Mamboury comments in his notes, "Toutes les briques avaient la 
méme estampille'. On the basis of the monogram, these bricks 
can be dated to the reign of Maurice (582—602). The fifteenth and 
first indictions would therefore indicate the years 581/2-582/3 
or 596/7-597/8. Mamboury’s comment that ‘all the bricks’ bore 
stamp 1028.1c perhaps refers to finds from a specific pier, or 
perhaps to the majority of the material in various piers. He also 
notes fragmentary fifth-century stamps from some large piers at 
area Fb (708.12, 1318.1a), and from the monumental staircase at 
area Fb (16.1a, 391.1a, 96c.1a). 

There are two sets of piers in area Fb to which Mamboury 
may be referring. The northern piers are apparently contem- 
porary with the inner Sea Wall?" which is built entirely of 
ashlar up to a certain height, and includes the Maritime Саге 
The date of the inner wall is uncertain, although it must be later 
than the fifth century, since it contains many reused capitals of 
that date"? and earlier than the reign of Theophilus (829-42), to 
whom the later outer wall has plausibly been ascribed?" If the 
stamped bricks came from the northern piers, then the inner 
wall would be no earlier than 581, and may have been builtin the 
reign of Maurice given the large number of such stamps that 
Mamboury reported. If, however, the stamped bricks came 
from the southern piers, which were built at the same time as, or 
later than, the outer wall,“ then they must have been reused. 

It 15 not entirely certain whether the section of the inner wall 


W For this fortification wall, see: Mango, 'Boukalean'; Bardill, "Great Palace" 
зай. 
їй GP [L p, xxii. Mango's objection (‘Review Г, уо п. то) should now be 
contrasted with Mango, ‘Boukolean’, 44-6: "The соге of the original palace of 
Constantine and Justinian, including, if ] am not mistaken, the main complex 
of Theophilos, remained outside the enclosure [of Nicephorus ПО Phocas] and 
gradually fell into ruin." 
* Far the Great Palace, area Fb, see Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaisergalaste, pls. 
ii tr, 
; 9* Bolognesi, 'Boukoleon', 278. 
™ On the Maritime Gare, see Müller-Wiener, Bildexilon, Биз. 258, 362. Mango, 
роја", 647-8. 
?" Manga, "Boukoleon', 47 with fig. 7; Bolognesi, "Baukaleon', 279. 
мо Mango, 'Spolia'. 
^! Bolognesi, "Boukoleon', 279. 
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containing the Maritime Gate is contemporary with anoth 
section of Sea Wall found to the east of the monumental вгаїгса 
in 1953. This wall, which was also built of ashlar in its lower ра! 
and which contained a gareway, was 3.2 m. thick. Its upp 
portion was constructed of bands of brick alternating wi 
regular courses of neatly squared stones, was crowned by 
chemin de ronde, апа possessed arched lancet windows аг 
crenellations. 2 

Mango has already rightly surmised that this latter section i 
wall is not earlier thag the sixth century, on the grounds of 
brickstamp found in it ($80.13)? Stylistically, the stam 
certainly belongs to Group 2 and, therefore, to the sixi 
century“ Since it has not yet been found elsewhere in the cit 
it may belong to the post-Justinianic period. Unfortunately, г? 
dimensions of the bricks, which might have shed some light o 
the date, are not recorded, The third line of the inscription o 
this stamp has oot been satisfactorily interpreted, but it is пи 
impossible that the last rwo letters indicate а fifteenth indictioi 
Вола was the only stamp in the wall of which multip 
examples were found. This may indicate that the bricks bearin 
itwerecontemporary with the wall's construction, although it 
also possible that they had been stockpiled or salvaged in larg 
numbers from another building. Four of the other stamps fror 
the wall are certainly reused. They have inscriptions on a singl 
line and may be ascribed to the fifth century on stylisti 
grounds. That they were reused is also confirmed by the fact th; 
three of rhem were on half-bricks, already broken when the wa 
was built (27.1c, 1228.12, 1483.та, 1494.1a).5 

Mango, believing the two sections of wall to be contempa 
rary, suggested a date under Justinian II (685-95, 705-11), wh 
is known to have built, during his first reign, the Chryso 
triklinos, a neighbouring fountain for the Blue faction, and als 
a new circuit wall for the palace."* It should be noted, however 
that the meagre archaeological evidence that is currently avail 
able would allow earlier dates for both sections of the inner wal 
Indeed, Bolognesi has suggested ascribing the section near th 
Maritime Gate to the sixth century, and the section east of th 
monumental staircase to Justinian M. 


IO. THE GREAT PALACE: AREAS Aa, Ab, AC 


In 1914, the Turkish government began the construction of . 
prison near the Palace of Justice? Terracing work was under 
taken to the east of the lawcourts, and the foundations 0 


м ОРП,ту:-у. Miller Wiener, Buldllexikon, figs. 255 8, убо. 

му Mango, '5polia', буд. 

™ Seep, 100, 

м GP TL туў. Mango, 'Spolia', 649 n. 36 questions Corbett's statement tha 
materials were reused, ignoring the important fact that the bricks were alread) 
broken when used. 

^^ Mango, “Boukolenn’, 48. 

мі Bolognesi, Boukolean’, 282. — 

^* The Palace of Justice was established in the former Ottoman University tha 
had been built by the Fossan brothers. The edifice burned іп 1933, 
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numerous Byzantine structures were discovered. Mamboury 
was authorized to follow the progress of the construction work, 
and he recorded the remains. 

The two complexes of buildings discovered, which are 
referred to as Ab and Ac, were bounded to the north-west by a 
huge wall (Аа), то m. high, 73.5 m. long and, in its best- 
preserved section, 1.25 m. thick (Figs. б and 20). Its lower part, 
to a height of 5 m. consisted of fine limestone blocks about 4o 
cm. high and о.б m. long, laid in regular courses. Its upper part, 
to the top, consisted of pure brickwork, the bricks being 
580—400 mm. square. At the south end of the wall, and perpen- 
dicular to it, were two parallel walls running towards the north- 
west for a distance of up to 18 пл." Mamboury suggested that 
the original limestone construction was Constantinian.” 
Whether or not he was correct in that belief, the upper sectionis 
probably later, since the average size of the bricks (380-400 mm. 
square) is much larger than the presumably Constantinian 
material from the Hippodrome."! Ar the southern end of the 
wall, in the lower, stone part there was a 4.2 m.-wide opening, 
which was not original. It was built with poorly cut blocks and 
was covered by a relieving arch with two sets of radially 
arranged bricks дос mm. square. Directly above this arch, m the 
brick part of the wall, was another, smaller doorway with a 
similar relieving arch. The upper arch, which had been closed at 
a later date, was at a level corresponding to that of the ancient 
Mese, about 31 m. above sea level. The lower arch indicared the 
height of the upper terrace of the Great Palace, about 26 m. 
above sea level. The 73.5 m.-long wall and the ruins to the south- 
east of it were termed complex A by Mamboury. The wall itself 
was called Aa, and the adjacent structures, with a lower level at 
21 m. and an upper level at 26 m., were divided into rwo groups 
by Mamboury: Ab (which he chose to identify as the sub- 
structures of the Magnaura), and Ac (which he called the Senate 
House). 

In the six rooms labelled АБ, many bricks stamped with 
the inscription Mccyvov rpechutépow were found (909,1b, 
910.13, 918.1a, b, c), together with others incorporating what 
appeared to be a Latin letter "4" (828.1b, c, 829.12, $30.14). There 
сап be no doubr that all of these stamps were made after с.47%, 
given that they carry multiple lines of text and belong, therefore, 
to the style of Group 2. Mamboury describes the use of the "4" as 


а pre-Justinianic feature, but in fact the stamps on which it 


М» Forthe location of these remains, see: Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpalaste, 
pls. xv-xci; Schneider, Byzanz, pl. то; Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, Ву. 263. Further 
walls, apparently identical in technique, were discovered in 1937 where the north 
wing of the Palace of Justice had previously stood. А. wall of pure brickwork with 
the springing of three vaults to the north-east was also found: Mambaoury, Fouilles 
П’, 306-7; Mango, Brazen Honte, 42 with n. 36; Eyice, “Arslanhane’, 

хе. Mamboury, ‘Fouilles I’, 237. Iris unlikely tharche 73.5 m.-long wall and the 
perpendicular walls marked the south-eastern corner of the Augustainn, as 
Mamboury held, since the Augustaion seems to have extended only as far as the 
colonnaded way that formed a direct link between the Chalke and the Holy Well at 
the south-east corner of Hagia Sophia: see Mango, Brazen Howse, 62772, 30-1, 88-9, 
and Stichel, "Sechs kolossale бшед". 

МІ Soe pp. 105—6. 

М See Mamboury and Wiegand, Nanerpalàue, pl. жеті. 


appears carry the name abbreviation Көу(стаутіуолу), which is 
also firmly assigned to Group 2 (Table 14, Section r) and сап 
hardly have been in use before зоо. Mamboury suggested that 
the rechnique of construction employed in the piers of Ab, 
(from the bottom upwards: 5 brick courses, 3 stone courses, $ 
brick, 7 stone) and the size of the bricks used in the vaults (370 
mnt. square) indicated a fifth-century (or earlier) date?" Since 
the brickstamps indicate that the bricks were manufactured in 
the early sixth century, and since alternating brick and stone is 
not typical of the sixth century, ™ a date for the structures 
between the eighth and tenth centuries seems likely (that is, 
between the end of the so-called Dark Ages and the intro- 
duction of recessed brickwork in the early eleventh century). 

Two parallel vaulted passages (Ab,) ran along the south side 
of Ab,, and the south wall of these passages apparently repre- 
sented the boundary of complex Ab. Remains of the super- 
structure above the passages indicated that this had once been a 
single large room. To the south of the main boundary wall, 
buildings had been added on at a later date (АБ, ), misaligned 
with the main Ab complex by 3°-4°, and on a level 2.5 m. 
lower. Excavations further south revealed nothing. 

Inthe second group of structures, group Ac, the ruins labelled 
Ac, consisted of a regularly arranged series of cross-shaped 
pillars supporting oval brick vaults.” The vaults themselves had 
not survived, but the walls were constructed thus: small square 
stones to a height of 1.25 m.; sandstone blocks 0.9 m. high, 1.4 m. 
wide and о.8-2 m. deep; brick courses for a further 1.10 m. 
(bricks 470-380 mm. square); a sandstone course о.4 m. high; 
again brick LCOUISCcSs far 1.10 ІП; апа once More а sandstone 
course o.4 т, high.” The area Ac, was 5 m. lower than Ас, at 
зт m. above sea level, but the construction technique was the 
same, except that the cross-pillars were often connected by 
walls, leaving no passage in between. This similarity in both the 
construction and the alignment of the two groups of structures 
suggests that Ac, and Ac, were contemporary. The construction 
technique is typical of the early sixth-century, and Mamboury 
was almost certainly correct in suggesting a Justinianic date?” 
In the published report, itis stated that no stamped bricks were 
discovered, only fingermarked bricks (1736.та, 1737-12, 
1745.12, 1744.13, 1745.12), but in Mamboury's notes many 


9 For the use of d оо brickstamps elsewhere, see 301.1 (ilth-cestury), £26.1, 
$86.1, 812.1 (sixth-century), 231.1 (late sixth-century). For its use in inscriptions of 
the fifth and sixth centuries, see Mango and Ševčenko, "Inseriptions' 6 (no. 6, line у), 
7 (no. 7, line у), 28 (no. 31, line 7), 23 (по. 30, line 8). 

"н Mamboury, ‘Fouilles Г, 238 (for date}; Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Katserpaldste, үй (for structure). Mamboury's sections GH, AB and EF in pl. хоп 
clearly show the alternation of brick and stone in the walls at the ends of the 
chambers of Ab, The technique is not clear from the photographs in pls. xem and 
XCIV. 255 Sec pp. рат; 

™ See Mamboury and Wiegand, Aaiserpalaste, pl. хсіп (top) for wall of pure 
brick construction with three windows апа half of a gateway. 

W See Mamboury and Wiegand, Matserpaliste, pl. xci. 

м Mamboury and Wiegand, Naiserpalaste, 37. 

"* Mamboury, ‘Fouilles 1", 238, who describes the construction of the Ac 
complex as 'semhlahle à celle de Ste-Sophie (14 à 17 lies de briques, un rang de pierre 
de то em, sle Б.) For this technique, ace abuse pp. 3273. 
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stamped bricks are recorded as coming from this area. The 
wall to the north-east of Ac, was r.4 m. thick and was not 
broken by any opening. It may have indicated the extent of the 
structures in this direction,” but since the area further east 
could not be excavated, this is uncertain. 

A large amount of fifth-century material was clearly reused in 


^? Mamboury and Wiegand, Кайетраїняг, 36. Contrast Mamboury (Guide, 
233) who refers va stamps reading ‘Megalis Ecclisias" (нс) from this area (g66.1b, 
968.16, е, 959.16, 971.1). We may reject his suggestion that they came from a restora- 
tion made to Hagia Sophia; rather, they may indicate that work on this part of the 
Great Palace was undertaken at about the same ime as the original work on the 
church (532-37), given thar such stamps have been found in Justinianic contexts at 
Hagia Sophia. 

™ As indicated Бу Miller-Wiener, Bildlexibon, fig. 263, 
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Fre. 20. Plan of the Great 
Palace, areas Аа, Ab, Ас. 


the constriction of structures Ab (eighth-tenth centuries?) and 
Ac (sixth century). This may well suggest that they were built 
using materials from fifth-century remains in the Great Palace? 
It is also striking that amongst the fifth-century stamps with 
indictions found in both area Ab and area Ac, there isa clear pre- 
dominance of indiction ІВ“, which would tend to suggest that 
much of the material came from demolished structures of the 


same date (see Tables 24-26). 


W Dapron, Nutisance, 95-6, suggests that the filth century may well have been 
the most important period in the development of the Great Palace. 
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Indictions 
Taste 25, Frequency of indictions on fifth-century stamps 
from area Abi, 


Indiction Catalogue number 


———— ——M—Q 


А” 490.12,801.за 
722.12,892.1а,42, ўа 


i4 


Г 5 рота, b, 893.1c, d, e, за 

M 

E 497.12, $95.12, 826.13, 1149.2a 

T 861.16 

ГАЛ 208.12, 386.2a, b, c,d, 748.1a 

H' 1027.14 

e тола 

I 1661.13 

ІА“ 167.12 

ІБ” 182.12, 25 1.1b, 296.12, 414.12, 
416.12, 1012.1a, 1203.1b, 
1222.16, 1488.1a 

ПГ“ 4312 

ТА? 

ТЕ” 1163.12, 1297.1a 


Indictions on sixth-century material are as follows: 145.1a (А 7), 
r169.1d (A^), 1109.1a (A), 1109.16 (А), 1368.1a (А), ro19.1b 
(I^), 1619.1c (Г), 1162.ra (1), 196.1a (E^), 821.1b (E^), 829.1a 
(E^), 828.10 (E^), 830.24 (c ?), 1226.1a (с/27), $.1a (27), ол 
(Z^), 426.1a (T), 427.та (T), 146.1a (ВГ). 


Taste 26. Frequency of indictions on fifth-century stamps 
from area Ac 


Indiction Catalogue number 

A 

B 

T- 424.1а, 1036.12 

" i 

E 746.14, 769.14 

c 

2: 

H 

е” лс, 176.1h 

r 

1А” 267.12, удола 

IB’ 169.14, 172.12, 2 51.12, 255.14, 
292. 1a, 296. 1b, 296.22, 415.12, 
415. 1a, 486.14, 486.24, 487.1a, 
899.48, 1138.12, 1203.12, 
1223.1С 

IT" 1495.12 

IA" $00.33 

ТЕ” 37.24, 774.14, 868. 1a 


Indictions on sixth-century material аге as follows: 572.1 (B^), 
661.1a (A), 774.та (ТЕЛ). 


Іі. KALENDERHANE CAMİİ 


Between 1966 and 1974 a large sample of stamped bricks was 
recovered during excavations at Kalenderhane Camii, to the 
south-east of St Polyeuktos and close to Şehzade Camii.™ A 
fresco of the early twelfth century, which was found in the door 
leading south from the bema to the diakontkon,* and another 
of the Palaialogan period, over the main-door into the inner 
narthex, indicate Шат, from at least the early twelfth century, 
the church on the site was dedicated го the Theotokos 
Kyriotissa. 

Between the north wall of Kalenderhane Camii and the so- 
called Aqueduct of Valens were found the remains of the North 
Church (a basilica), and of a bathing complex that the church 
had partially suppressed. The baths, which were located in 
Region X, the limits of which are defined in the Notitia Urbis 
Constantinopolitanae, аге assumed to have been one of the 
many private bathing establishments mentioned in that text“ 
They are certainly earlier than the North Church, and a date 
around дос has been proposed on the basis of pottery and 
coins." Probably because of their small size and complex plan, 
the baths were built using bricks measuring just 300-320 mm. 
square 3o mm. thick (with ren courses of brick and the inter- 
vening nine mortar courses measuring 74 cm.). However, the 
bricks used in the coping of the contemporary channel that runs 
within the wall of Room C of the bath are of more typical Early 
Byzantine size, measuring 379 mm. square x $$ mm. thick. 
Three bricks stamped іу(біктайуос) т" Во) Тау) (562.22) were 
found zn siti in the coping of this channel.“ The same name 
occurs on bricks that were found in site іп the north-east and 
north-west walls of the Cistern of Aspar, and which were prob- 
ably, therefore, manufactured in 496/72" Consequently, the 
name Тау( ) is unlikely to have been stamped on bricks more 
than 30 years before or after that date, and the bricks from the 
bath were probably manufactured in the years 439/40, 454/55, 
or 469/70." Clearly, this bath complex can hardly have been 
built as early as c.402. It was probably built just a year or two 
after the manufacture of the bricks, and itis, therefore, unlikely 


№ "The Kalenderhane Camii material also appears in Peschlow, “Brickstamps’. 
Professor U. Peschlow generously allowed me to consult his catalogue of the brick- 
stamps from Kalenderhane before its publication. He and Professor С. L. Striker 
kindly consented to the incorporation of the information and drawings in my own 
catalogue. Photographs were not taken of the Kalenderhane brickstamps, and 
inventory numbers were not applied to the bricks, which are, apparently, still stored 
inside the church. 

м Striker and Kuban, Kalenderbane Ї, 124-5. 

ы Striker and Ruban, Kalenderhane |, 142-3. 

Berger, Topography", 7, contrary to Striker and Kuban, “Report ПУЧУ", 25% 
n.7. 

м Striker and Ruban, Kalenderhane T, уб. 

ма For this channel, see Scriker and Kuban, Kalenderhane I, 54 with fol, 32 (b). 

W See pp. 86,91, тод and (63.12, В. 

9? Stamps with the name-abbreviation ‘Igi ) ас St John of Stoudios шау refer to 
the same individual, and might be taken as further support for a date close vo the 
middle of the fifth century. 


—— —— A" A — D — — араны 
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to have been one of the bathing establishments counted in the 
inventory of the Notitia, a text which was compiled around 
4257 

The North Church was later than both the aqueduct (whose 
piers were used to support the northern wall of the nave) and the 
baths (Room A of which was demolished to make way for it) 
The apse of the basilica was of pure brickwork with occasional 
greenstone courses, and therefore of typical sixth-century con- 
struction. ™ Pottery and coin finds suggest that the church was 
constructed shortly after the middle of uie sixth century, under 
Justin IL(565—78) or slightly later” | 

The vault of the Byzantine drain below the apse of the North 
Church yielded several stamped bricks (41.1b, 972.2, 1133.15, 
1255-12, 1579.12, 1445:18) All show Group 2 (sixth-century) 
characteristics, and the name Трофішою on 1255.1a is firmly 
ascribed to the sixth century in Group 2, Section 1, occurring 
amongst the samples from the ruins near Cemal Nadir Sokağı, St 
Polyeuktos, and the Justinianic Hagia Sophia.” The earliest 
dated stamp with this name, from St Polyeuktos (1263.1a), 
comes from the church's substructures and apparently dates to 
08/9; the latest example, from Hagia Sophia, is dated to 534/35 
(1253.12). Stamp 1255.1a carries indiction ІА”, so the likely 
dates for its manufacture аге }0$/6, 520/1, $35/6. Since the 
pottery and coins suggest that the North Church was built after 
the middle of the sixth century, it seems that this brick was 
reused, and provides only a terminus post quem for the erection 
of the basilica. A single brick in the vault of the drain bore a 
stamp of typical Group 1 (fifth-century) style, and was there- 
fore certainly reused (узла). 

The apse of the North Church yielded a number of stamped 
bricks. One fragment found i site bore the stamp 
[i]v(&veruovoc) v Во( ) Ae{ ) (853.12). The formula ts typical of 
Group 1,and there can, therefore, be no doubt that the brick is a 
reused piece of the fifth century. The name abbreviation has 
been noted on a brick that presumably came from the original 
fabric of St John of Stoudios, and which was used to repair the 
nave floor?” The same name may also have appeared on a brick 
from St Polyeuktos that presumably relates to Eudokia's church 
on the site The other stamped bricks from the apse of the 
North Church are of Group 2 (sixth-century) style, bearing 
multiple lines of text or monograms (306.1d, 674.19, 907.54, 
947.2а, 1133.13, тізу, 1364.12, тбот.та). The пате 


9! For the dave of che Norise, sec Speck, Mauerbau’, 144-50. 

02 Suiker and Kuban, Kalenderbane I, 37. 

m Seeabove pp. 92-3. 

94 Striker and Kuban, Kalenderbane I, 44. 

** Parthis drain (na. 38), see Striker and Kuban, Kalenderhane, |, fol. 33 (а) (alse 
fols. 11 (d), ту (1), 14 (d)). 

ME See Table r4. 

9? See Table 13, Group т, seetión 2 and 8 (1. 1a dated 449/55. 

MY See'Table та, Group 2, section and $85.10 (Ao( ) or Аш) which is tentarively 
dated 441/2 or possibly 426/7. 





ISI 


Kocravz(ivov) (674.14) has been firmly ascribed to the early 
sixth-century in Group 2, Section 1 (see Table 14), and bricks 
with this stamp would, therefore, appear to be reused material of 
the early sixth century. The name Азоџўбоо (306.1d) occurs 
both in Group 2, Section 2 (see Table 14), and on stamps from 
the reign of Maurice (312-16), which serves to remind us that 
bricks stamped with the same name need not have been manu- 
facrured in the same period. It is, therefore, uncertain whether 
the bricks bearing stamp 306.1d were reused material of the 
early sixth century or contemporary with the construction of 
the North Church. — ' 

Some of the other stamped bricks in the North Church are 
very likely to have been newly manufactured. Examples of 
1133-14, b inscribed I Térpov mp(ecfivtépow)s measure 355 X335 
x 41 mm. and 348 х (223) x 42 mm. They are, therefore, much 
smaller than the average brick assigned to Group 2, Section 1,2% 
andare unlikely to belong to the Justinianic period, A number of 
examples were found in both the apse and the drain beneath it, 
and it seems possible that they are contemporary with the con- 
struction of the North Church, shortly after the middle of the 
sixth century. The name Méyvov occurs in Group 2, Section 2 
(in the sample from the ruins on Cemal Nadir Sokağı), and 
appears, therefore, to be associated with the early sixth century. 
However, the bricks stamped with that name that come from the 
apse of the North Church at Kalenderhane (907.5) may not 
refer to the same individual; rather, they may be contemporary 
with the church's construction shortly after 550. The complete 
side lengths of these bricks vary between 348 and 365 mm., 
which, although greater than the lengths of the bricks stamped 
Петро xp(ecButépov)s, are still below average for Group 2 
material. Note also that one complete edge of a brick bearing the 
monogrammatic stamp 13$54.1a measured just 347 mm. Again, 
this is well below average for bricks in Group 1, Section 1, 
which may indicate that this brick, too, belongs in the mid-sixth 
century. 

The stamped bricks found in the Bema Church, which was 
perhaps built after 686-87, and in the Main Church, which 
may be securely dated to 1197-1204, are reused material of the 
fifth and sixth centuries. It may be noted that amongst the 
material that appears on stylistic grounds to belong to Group 1, 
and hence to the fifth century, the consecutive indictions IE’ and 
A’ appear fairly frequently. It would seem that the bricks come 
from ruined or demolished structures of various dates, Whether 
these structures included the bath building or the undiscovered 
church believed to have been built nearby by the ex-consul 
Cyrus under Leo I (452-74) is a matter for speculation.” 


eT See Table rg. 

“ Striker and Kuban, Ralenderbane, 1,56. 

ж Striker and Kuban, Kalenderhane, L 71, giving 1195-1204, їз to be supple- 
mented by Magdalino, 'Constantinopolitana' 227-36. 

мі. Por this proposal, see Mango, ‘Review П", 587-9. 
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Conclusion 


An analysis of the most reliably dated material in the catalogue 
has revealed stylistic features typical of both the fifth and the 
sixth century.! These criteria may be used to assign many brick- 
stamps in general terms to опе century or the other. Used in 
isolation, however, they cannot always be considered a reliable 
dating guide, since certain stylistic features common in the sixth 
century occasionally occur in the fifth, and since our knowledge 
of brickstamps in the later fifth century is, at least for the 
moment, meagre. 

The name on a brickstamp is a more accurate guide to dating 
the brick and the structure from which it came. But the precision 
with which the period of a name's appearance can be determined 
varies. Several samples of contemporary stamps each coming 
from a different site can be arranged in a relative chronological 
sequence by examining the correspondences and absence of 
correspondences between the names in the samples? Establish- 
ing an absolute date for a sample and the material in it is, how- 
ever, more difficult. Although we have a reasonable number of 
samples consisting of bricks that were clearly manufactured at 
the same time, only a few of these samples—from the pre- 
Justinianic Great Church, the Palace of Antiochus, St John of 
Stoudios, the Cistern of Aspar, St Polyeuktos, the Baths of 
Zeuxippos, and Hagia Sophia—can be closely dated by inde- 
pendent means. The majority of samples can be dated only in 
relation to the few better dated ones, and any change in the 
dating of the latter will inevitably necessitate adjustments to the 
chronological framework. The chronology established in Part П 
is, therefore, both fragile and preliminary. 

Two issues should be borne in mind by those working on the 
chronology of Constantinopolitan brickstamps. First, when 
attempting to date new and undated samples in relation to the 
existing ones, itshould be recognized thar if a single name is seen 
го be common.to two samples, the observation may not be 
significant in chronological terms. This is because there is 
always the possibility that a sample is contaminated with a few 
stamps that are not contemporary with the majority, and 
because the same name-abbreviation may have been used by 
different individuals living at different times. The relative dating 
of samples therefore requires a consideration. both of the 
numbers of corresponding names and the sizes of the available 
samples, It is also necessary to consider stylistic criteria to 


! See Part T], Ch. 8. * See Tables 13 and 14. 


ensure that а sixth-century individual is not not being equated 
with his or her fifth-century namesake: only the occurrence of 
identical variants or of variants displaying similar, distinctive 
stylistic characteristics would leave absolutely no doubt that the 
same individual was meant. Second, it is necessary to be fully 
aware of the assumptions that form the basis of the dates 
assigned to the stamps in dated samples. I may mention in 
particular the material from the Palace of Antiochus, which con- 
stitutes one of our larger samples from the fifth century. 
Although there is strong evidence for placing manufacture of 
the bricks с.429-33, the dates с.414-18 cannot yet be wholly dis- 
counted. Additionally, very few of the stamps from the Baths of 
Zeuxippos carry indictions, and therefore the sample, presumed 
to be Justinianic, may be contaminated with material from other 
periods. 

I hope that the publication of this catalogue will encourage 
the careful recording and publication of yet more samples of 
contemporary stamps. Even if the structures from which the 
new samples come cannot be dated by independent means, it 
will be possible to date the samples approximately by com- 
paring the names with those on the stamps in existing samples, 
Thus we will begin to fill the gaps in the chronological frame- 
work. It is by closing these gaps that a more rigid chronology of 
both stamps and structures will gradually emerge. 

The chronological potential of brickstamps now lies, there- 
fore, in material recorded at newly discovered sites, and during 
thorough surveys of known structures. With regard то the 
former, large-scale systematic excavations in Istanbul seem less 
and less likely. It has rightly been observed that we can realisti- 
cally expect only fortuitous discoveries when trenches are dug 
for pipes, when foundations are excavated for new buildings, 
and as the new underground rail system is constructed? The 
problems of accurately recording material turned up in such 
circumstances are obvious. As for surveys of known structures, 
there is still plenty of scope for study (Constantinople’s ubiqui- 
tous cisterns immediately come to mind); although the threat of 
demolition, inexpert restoration, or conversion is ever present. 

In addition, there are museum collections yet to be exploited. 
In the Gukurbostan of the Istanbul Archaeological Museum are 
stored thousands of stamped bricks. Although the findspots of 


many—perhaps almost all—of these are unrecorded, it may 


' Compare the comments of Mango, “Urban Centre’, 133. 
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be possible to identify groups of bricks that are known or 
suspected to have been deposited here. Mamboury recorded, for 
example, that the stamped bricks from the Balaban Aga Mescidi 
and Tokludede Mescidi were taken for storage in the museum.’ 
‘The numbers that were assigned to the bricks are preserved in 
Mamboury's notes and are published here іп the hope that the 
material will one day be identified. The cataloguing of the 
material in the museum will require careful numbering of the 
bricks and attention to be paid to their positions іп the store, 
in order to assess the likelihood thar bricks stored in close 
proximity were found at the same site and deposited in the store 
at the same time. Given that the origin of most of the material in 
the store is likely to remain a mystery, the stamps are unlikely to 
be highly useful in chronological terms. Inevitably, however, 
numerous new stamps and variants will come to light, and com- 
plete or more complete examples of stamps currently known 
only from fragments will emerge. These will certainly improve 
our knowledge of the scale and organization of the brickmaking 
industry; and perhaps some stamps will help to solve the 
enigmatic abbreviation fia). The material will also prove useful 
for conducting a detailed mineralogical study of bricks of 
various periods and carrying various names in an attempt to 
identify production sites. 

Finally, it cannot be overstressed that if the potential of 
Constantinopolitan brickstamps is to be fully realized, both 
newly discovered material and material in museum holdings 


will have to be satisfactorily recorded and published. That 


! See pp. 72, Pr. | 
3 Note, however, the disappointing results obtained for Ostan bricks: Steinby, 
‘New CIL хел", 226 with n. 38. 


requires, whenever possible, the provision of a good, scaled 
photograph or drawing of the stamp (unless an identical stamp 
has already been published), a description of the size and con- 
dition of the brick (noting whether itis whole or a rensed frag- 
ment), and precise details of the context of the find. The last 
should indicate whether the brick was found loose or in situ, 
and, if in situ, in what type of masonry (a good sample of brick 
dimensions and of mortar course depths is highly desirable) and 
in which construction phase. Furthermore, the find number ог 
museum inventory number of each stamped brick should be 
published, and the brick itself should be clearly labelled. 

The conditions under which Ernest Mamboury worked did 
not generally allow him to record brickstamps with the detail we 
might now desire (or he himself might have desired). Bur he did 
his very best to sketch all the variants he saw, to record brick and 
stamp dimensions, and, crucially, rhe findspots of the bricks. 
The information preserved in his notes, which would largely 
have been lost had it not been for his dedication, has proved 
invaluable їп the attempt to establish both a model for the 
organization of the brickmaking industry and a chronological 
framework for the material. Scholars of the archaeology of 
Early Byzantine Constantinople, not least myself, are therefore 
much indebted to him for his devotion to recording, as he 
prophetically described them, ‘ces modestes monuments 
céramiques, qui joueront sans oul doute un rôle honorable dans 
les futures études byzantines" ^ 


* [tis to be hoped, for example, that rhe large sample of stamped bricks from the 
excavations іп the Great Palace in 1997-98 will be published according to the 
standards described here. A preliminary catalogue has appeared іп Pasinli, "Büyük 
Saray’. 

" Mamboury, Мага", 325. 
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The sources of the information included 
in the catalogue 


The brickstamp details that appear in the catalogue, and on 
which the analysis is based, are derived from many sources, 
which can be divided into two categories: first, books and 
articles; second, various museums and archives. The informa- 
tion available in books and articles may be assessed by referring 
to the index of previously published brickstamps, which is to be 
found at the end of this volume. The second category of infor- 
mation will be discussed here, 


MAMBOURY 8 NOTES 


Ernest Mamboury's notes constitute the largest single source of 
material for the catalogue. Mast of the records of brickstamps 
are in the possession of Cyril Mango, although some are 
amongst the archives of the Deutsches Archaologisches Institut 
in Istanbul) The majority of the brickstamps recorded by 
Mamboury were simply sketched, although squeezes and 
rubbings were taken from some. Mamboury also noted the find- 
spot of the brick, its dimensions, and the dimensions of the 
stamp. Subsequently, he made small ink drawings of the stamps, 
so that he could glue several on to a single page for purposes of 
comparison and cataloguing. Whenever possible, any illustra- 
tion reproduced from Mamboury's notes is a copy of his 
original sketch rather than of his later, smaller drawing. 


MANGO'S NOTES 


Cyril Mango made drawings from a number of squeezes and 
rubbings that possibly belonged to Mamboury and are now lost. 
The most important drawings are of stamped bricks otherwise 
unrecorded or known only from less accurate sketches in 
Mamboury's notes. They come from Balaban Aga Mescidi 
(squeezes), Tokludede Mescidi (squeezes), Ramazanoglu's 
excavations south of Hagia Eirene (squeezes), Schneider's 

ї Brickstamp material deposited at the Deutsches Archsologisches Institut in 
Istanbul includes some material from the excavarions of the Palace of Annechos and 
the Hippodrome, the three churches іп Beyazit, Tokludede Mescidi, Balaban Ара 


Mescidi, and from the Hagia Eirene collection (possibly all from Ramazanoglu's 
excavations at thar church). 


1939 excavations at Hagia Sophia (rubbings), the cistern or 
Sıraselviler Caddesi, and from the Çinili Köşkü of the Istanbu 
Archaeological Museum. The findspots of the bricks in the las 
group are unknown, and they have presumably since beer 
moved into the Cukurbostan of the Archaeological Museum 
Mango also recorded hricks from the Kariye Camii (rubbings) 
and from a collection in Robert College (on which, see below) 
The original rubbings of the material from Fenari Isa Cami 
(which was published in Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari Is; 
Camii') are also preserved. Mango's other records are largely 
of stamps of which we possess photographs. They includ: 
material from the Land Walls (also known from photographs o 
casts in the Deutsches Archáologisches Institut, Abteilun; 
Istanbul), all of the Mordtmann collection (recorded in photo 
graphs of the DAI (Ist) (from casts) and of the МВК (from th 
bricks)), and some of the material from Schneider's excavation, 
at the Palace of Antiochus (partially known from photograph 
in the DAI (Ist)). 


DEUTSCHES ARCHAOLOGISCHES INSTITUT, 
ABTEILUNG ISTANBUL, PHOTOGRAPHIC 
ARCHIVE (DAI (1sT)) 


Land Walls 


The following unpublished photographs feature stamps о: 
plaster casts of stamps found along the Land Walls of Constan 
tinople. In the DAI (Ist) archive, I found only the brickstamp: 
appearing on negative 6594 labelled as coming from the Lanc 
Walls. ‘That all the stamps listed below came from the fortift 
cations is certain, since most of the inscriptions correspond witt 
those published in Meyer-Plath and Schneider's survey of thi 
walls, and since Mamboury sketched the plaster casts in thi 
possession of the DAI, and indicated their provenance as thi 
Land Walls, referring to Meyer-Plath and Schneider's work 
According to Mamboury's notes, some casts of stamps no 
published by Meyer-Plath and Schneider were also taken from 
bricks from the fortifications. 
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DAI neg. Catalogue nos. DAI neg. 
6594 1266.12 
6595 837.та 
6596 396,12, тт2ў.їа, 1333.23, 1338.1a 
6597 695.12, 917.12, 1359.1b 2338 
6598 676,62, 1265.12, 1458.12 и 
6599 тто.та, 514.12, 817.1b, 817.14 
6603 370.14, 661.23, 859.1а 1339 
6601 74-та 
ббоз 302.1a, 828.14, 1045.14 2340 
6603 $45.13, 750.22, 1260.1a 1486.14, 1577-12 
6604 $04.12, 632.1b, ббо.тћ 
6604 1377-14, 1465.1a, 15C 1.13, One uncatalogued 
fragment. 2341 
6606 984.14, 1285.1a, 1359.1b 
6607 $49-1a, 646.1a, 666.1g, 848.1a 
6608 854.12, 945.12, 1189.12, 1459.12 2342 
6609 638.12, 744.12, 1454.12, 1437.1a 
6600 57%.1а, $02.14, 890.14, 1496.1a 2343 
KB 5469 278.1a 
KB 5470 632.1b 
KB 5476 828.1d 
KB 5478 j04.1a 2344 
KB 5479 640.1a 
KB 5488 377-18 
KB 5494 741a 2345 
Mordtmann's collection 
The DAI (Ist) possesses photographs showing casts of Dr A. D. 
Mordtmann's collection of 48 stamped bricks. The collection 2346 
itself is deposited in the Museum fiir Spiatantike und 
Byzantinische Kunst in Berlin (MSBK, on which see below), 
and the following list of DAI (Ist) negatives gives the corres- 2347 
ponding- MSBK inventory numbers and negative numbers 
where known. Note that both DAI neg. 2351 and neg. 2336 
show 393.1a. The fragmentary 48th piece has not been cata- 2348 
logued. The publications of Dethier and of Sorlin-Dorigny 
that feature stamped bricks collected by Mordtmann make it 
possible to state that some of the bricks come from the | ^34? 
Hebdomon, Blachernai, the Land Walls, and the Sea Walls? 
Those whose findspots have been identified are signalled by an 
asterisk. 2559 
2351 


DAI neg. 
2316 


2537 


MSBKinv. МВК пер. Catalogue nos. 
— — 393.1a 
6225 62254 бла” 
- = 381,та 


2 Dethier, ‘Maknkéy’; Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptians". 





MSBKinv. MSEK neg. 
6202 62024 
6209 62094 
6217 62172 
6207 62074 
6204 62042 
6213 ба 
6197 6197à 
6199 6199a 
6212 62322 
6201 62018 
6215 бута 
6198 біо8а 
6222 базза 
6224 62244 
6228 бзіла 
6229 62292 
6211 батта 
6200 босса 
620$ б>оза 
6208 b208a 
6203 62032 
6218 62182 
6192 61923 
619j 61952 
6206 62062 
6210 батса 
б219 62124 
6194 61944 
6193 61938 
6226 6226a 
6216 6216a 
6231 6211a 
6220 6220a 
6196 61962 
6212 62122 


Catalogue nos. 


1291.12 
1293.1b 
$79.1a 
488.1a 
495.12 
976.1b 
1256.1a 
I444.1à 
785.12 * 
632.14 
337-52" 
uncatalogued 
999.18 
704.1a 
сола” 
200,1¢ 
4c9.1a 
1018,1a * 
1566.12 
666.1e 
666.12c * 
$15.1a 
$73.1a* 
803.1a 
684.1a * 
1396.1b 
337-40 
і359.1а * 
579.1a 
57.12 
$46.1a 
1251.Ia 
Boara 
1296.1a 
867.12 
821.1J 
387.1a 
$zr.1d 
1328.1a 
1349.1b 
822.1 
1428.та 
230.13 


(393.12 


S66.1a 
445.12 
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Palace of Antiochus 


‘The DAI (Ist) possesses negatives of the material recovered in 
1939 by А. M. Schneider from the Palace of Antiochus beside 
the Hippodrome (later the church of St Euphemia). Only one of 
the photographs (neg. KB 1499) has been published previously. 
Many of the stamps are also recorded in the Mamboury archive, 


where the dimensions of the stamps and bricks are given. 





DAI neg. Catalogue nos. DAI neg, Catalogue nos. 
KB 995 627.12 KB 1500 zard 

KB 996 1T96.1a KB 1501 тіола 

KB 997 328.1b KB 1502 108.2a 

KB 998 625.12 KB 1503 384.1a 

KB 999 990,1a KB 1504 532.12 

KB тото ТЕЛЕ KB 1505 1029.24 

KB torr 1287.1a KB 1506 327.1a 

KB 1012 713.14 KB 1507 975.1b 

KB 1490 268.1a KB 1508 496.1a 

KB 1495 1185.1a KB 1509 бала 

KB r496 uncatalogued КВ şto  uncatalogued 
КВ 1497 uncatalogued KB 1:511 713.1a 

KB 1498 327.1à KB r$58 384.1a 
КВ1499 975-16 





Rotunda and Great Hall to the north of the 


Hexagon of the Palace of Antiochus 


The DAI (Ist) possesses photographs of the stamped bricks 


recovered from К. Naumann's excavations beside the Mese in 


1964. None have been previously published. 








DAI neg. Catalogue nos, DAI neg. Catalogue nos. 
KB 6156 1344.11 КВ 6162 uncatalogued 
KB 6157 142.14 KB 6163 667.1g 

KB 6158 1435. ta KB 6164 1589.12 

KB 6159 87.1a KB 6165 618.1f 

KB 6160 1684.1a KB 6166 1473.14 

KB 6161 1404.14 KB 6168 737.14 


Hagia Eirene 

DAI (Ist) neg. Réroo shows а brick stamped with the same die as 
appears on negs. 38.372 and 38.373. The brick was found during 
U. Peschlow’s survey of Hagia Eirene and is catalogued here as 
1394.1a. Prints of other stamps found at the same time are in 
possession of the DAT (Ist), but are not catalogued here: inv. 
nos. 92.452-5, 41240 (see also the two references given in 
Peschlow, *Brickstamps', B27). 


Cistern on Straselviler Caddesi 


The DAI (Ist) possesses a single sheet with sketches of three 
brickstamps from this site (inv. no. 330$ А): дбола, $11.1a, 
1213.1b. 


Byzantine drains along the Mese 


DAI (Ist) neg. KB3354 shows stamp 1380.1a. Notes of W. 
Kleiss record 25.2b. 


STAATLICHE MUSEEN ZU BERLIN— 
PREUSSISCHER KULTURBESITZ, MUSEUM 
FUR SPATANTIKE UND BYZANTINISGHE 

KUNST, BERLIN (MSBK) 


This museum houses the collection of stamped bricks assembled 
by Dr A. D. Mordtmann. The catalogue numbers, museum 
inventory numbers, and museum negative numbers are given 


above (see the listing for the БАТТЫ). 


MUSÉE DES ANTIQUITÉS NATIONALES, 
SAINT-GERMAIN-EN-LAYE, PARIS 


Three bricks were donated to the Saint-Germain-en-Laye 
Museum by Sorlin-Dorigny in 1874, and were all given the same 
inventory number (21103) (see 674.1p, 967.2a, 1252.1b). One 
(1252.1b) is apparently mentioned by Sorlin-Dorigny in a letter 
to the museum.’ Together with sixteen others, it is said to have 
come from structures demolished in November 1873 outside 
the west entrance of Hagia Sophia in Istanbul.* It is likely that al 
three bricks in the museum came from the remains demolishec 
in 1873.° The structures were the remains of the south arcade о; 
the Justinianic atrium of the church.* 


ISTANBUL ARKEOLOJi MUZELERI, 
ISTANBUL (IAM) 


Many hundreds of stamped bricks fill the shelves that line thi 
walls of the vaults of the Cukurbostan of the Istanbu 
Archaeological Museum. The findspots of most of the pieces ar 
unknown. In his notes, Mamboury states that stamped brick 
from the Balaban Aga Mescidi and Tokludede Mescidi wer 
deposited in the museum, and records the numbers that wen 
assigned to the bricks. These numbers have been preserved 


the catalogue, prefixed by ТАМ. Since the material in the under 


! Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Letter’, 139, ie 5; uta i | 

* Sorlin-Darigny, ‘Letter’ and Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", 80-93 nos. 2e: 
48-4: (nos, 48 and 49 areillustraced in рі. 14, nos. 10-41). | ‚ | | 

* Tam grateful to Hélène Chew for supplying photographs and dimensions af th 
hricks and stamps. 

* See Part П, Ch, 6, sect. б, 
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ground vaults is unlikely го have been disturbed, it should one 
day be possible to identify these groups of bricks on the basis of 
their stamps and the numbers applied to them. A collection of 
bricks that was once stored in the Çinili Köşkü (indicated in the 
catalogue as LAM (CK)) has probably since been moved into the 
Cukurbostan. 

Some previously published pieces in the museum collection 
may be mentioned: ТАМ 74.3 PT (312.14); LAM 76.1 PT 
(405.12), an unnumbered example (821.1f), ТАМ box no. 368 
(rooftile) (1729.1). Previously unpublished pieces are: LAM 74.4 
PT (1073.12); LAM 75.2 PT (д9зла); ТАМ 78.3 PT (736.1a); 
ТАМ 87.7 PT (1140.12). 


AYASOFYA MÜZESI, ISTANBUL (AM) 


A collection of stamped bricks is stored in Hagia Sophia at 
ground level in the structures attached to the back of the south- 
west buttress pier. The material was catalogued by me during 
September 1994 and December 1995, and numbers (from 1 to 
477) were applied to the bricks in white ink, No inventory of the 
collection was found, so the &ndspots of most of the bricks are 
unknown. F. Dirimtekin had intended to produce a catalogue of 
the material in this collection,’ and the existence in the store- 
room of many (now largely broken) plaster casts of the stamps 
may indicate that the project was begun; it was not, however, 
completed. Old numbers written in chalk on the bricks in the 
Hagia Sophia collection have been recorded in the catalogue in 
case they should later prove useful for identifying the findspots. 
It was not, however, possible in the time available to match the 
plaster casts (which carried reference numbers on the reverse) 
with the bricks. 

At present, the only clues we have to the findspots come from 
an article by Maletskos, which gives the ndspot of three bricks 
in the store (see below); and Dirimtekin's statements that 
many—but not necessarily all—of the bricks may have come 
from Ramazanoglu’s excavations to the south of Hagia Eirenein 
1946-47," and that bricks from Kariye Camii, Blachernai, 
Beyazıt, the Land Walls, and St John of Stoudios had been added 
to the collection by 1958.7 

That many of the bricks came from Ramazanoflu’s excava- 
tions is made more likely by the fact that many of the stamps are 
similar or identical to those on bricks that were once stored in 
Hagia Eirene and that are themselves likely to have come from 
Ramazanoglu’s excavations (see below on the Hagia Eirenė 
Collection). It is possible that, if they can be located, 
Dirimtekin’s notes will опе day shed light on the findspots of 
some of the bricks. 

Bricks from the following findspots were identified from 
publications and using Mamboury’s notes: 


i Dirimtekin, Work 1957-1958", 3, 19 with pl. 12 
" Dirimtekin, 'Fouilles"; туй. 
1 Dirimiekin, Work 19057-7258, 3, 19. 


Ramazanoglu's excavations soutb of Hagia Eirene (1946-47): 
АМ 48 (1281.1c) is published by Maletskos as coming from the 
excavations made to the south of Hagia Eirene. AM 55,57, 188, 
287, 288, 289, and 522 all bear a stamp with an inscription that, 
according то Maletskos, Was found in the Same excavations (ср. 
go9.ta with 512.1a). AM 2, 20, 215 аге of a type known to have 
been faund during Ramazanoplu’s excavations (ep. $86.1a with 
$86.1b). AM 73 carnes a stamp known to have been found in 
these excavations (226.1a). Bricks in the museum that carry 
stamp 1064.1a almost certainly come from Ramazanoglu's site, 
given that re64.1b, с occurred there. AM 58 (1736.1e) is perhaps 
то be identified with 1736.1d. The following stamps on bricks in 
the Hagia Sophia Museum are similar or identical to those on 
pieces in the Hagia Eirene collection, and the museum's bricks 
may, therefore, have come from Ramazanoglu’s excavations: cp. 
03.12, 2a, 2b with 203.36; 221.14; 400.14; cp. 461.14 with b; cp. 
jo9.ra with sog.re; ср. 6$2.1b. with 652.12; ср. 666,4m with 
666.ба cp. 667.1k with 667.1m, пі cp. 667.1p with 667.15; 
669.10; cp. 674.11 with 674.1h; cp. 474.1m with 674.11, n; 675.33; 
ср. 678.2c with 678.2b; узо; cp. 772.1b with 772.16; 957.52; 
cp. 1664.1a with 1664.1b, c; cp. 1105.1b with 1105.12; cp. 
1118.1b with 1118.10; 1258.1a; ср. 1323.1a with 1323.24; ср. 
1342.4b with 1342.44; cp. 1342. 5c with 1342. 5d; cp. 134 5. 1c with 
1345.15; 1558.12; 1362.1a; ср. 1363.1d, e with 1363.16; 1371.12; 
cp. 1382. 1b with 1382.1c. 


Kariye Сати: Eicher AM 158 or AM 364 may be identical with 
а piece recorded in Mango's notes, which was found at Kariye 
Camii, and which came to the museum from Robert College, 
having been donated by Ercüment Atabay (see 1332.12). АМ 
115 has been identified as coming from the Kariye Camii, on the 
grounds of a rubbing in Mango’s notes and of a photograph in 
the Dumbarton Oaks Photographic Archive (neg. Ноб.465), 
where the findspot 15 recorded (see 1350.12). AM 402 (see 
928.1a) certainly came from Kariye Camii, since a rubbing 
identifying the findspot exists in Mango's notes. 


Blachernat: AM 5 (1699.12) is almost certainly from Blachernai, 
since the impression of this broken circular die is very distinc- 
tive and is almost certainly that published by Dirimtekin." AM 
із (242.1d) and 385 (468.12) are also likely to be from 
Blachernai, since they are similar to pieces mentioned by 
Dirimtekin. 

Excavations at and near the Diakontssa complex іп Beyazit: AM 
194 is certainly identical to the brick recorded by Mamboury 
during the excavation of three churches in Beyazıt in 1943-46 
(1376.12). АМ 153 (153.тЬ), published by Maletskos, is said to 
have come from excavations in Beyazit near the University 
building. Іс seems almost certain thar AM 6 is to be identified 
with a brick found by Mamboury in the walls to the north of the 
Diakonissa complex, since the dimensions of the stamp and 


% Maletskos, 'Plinthos', 176, pl. 54.1. 
n Тилеп, "Blachernes', 22, урта, 7, 
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brick in the mwsewm correspond with those given in 
Mamboury’s notes {б®ў„та). AM 93 (944.14), which is very dis- 
tinctive, corresponds exactly го a brick recorded in Mamboury's 
notes as coming from the excavation of tombs near the 
University. Other stamped bricks im the mwseum are very 
similar to, or of the same type as, bricks known to have come 
Бот Beyazıt. In the absence of an inventory, however, we 
cannot be certain of their provenance: cp. то28. та with 1628.15; 
cp. 1256.1b with 1056.12; cp. 1572.1a with 1372.1b. 


Fenari Isa Camii: Most of the stamped bricks published in 
Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari Isa Camii' were found in the 
Hagia Sophia collection. The following table gives the AM 
inventory number corresponding to the published reference. 


Mango and Hawkins, 

'Fenari Isa Camii’ AM inv. nos. Caralogue nos. 
І 144 74.1а 

2 452 98.1a 

3 148 ġara 

4 153 54т.та 
5 156 1109.1С 
6 181 1342.54 
7 177 337-4b 
8 79 1378.1a 
9 157 1427.12 
10 162 792.1a 
11 rg $16.1a 
12 91 229.ла 
13 190 25ла 
15 163 326.1a 
16 160 346,10 
17 183 and 295* 498.1a 
13 190 25.12 
19 161 1145.1à 
20 417! ізоула 
21 171 1230.1à 
23 78 720.1a 
24 187 і 723.1а 
25 176 and 213 796.1a 
27 154 112.1a 
28 184 996.12 


* Both carry the published stamp, but the measurements of the bricks da not 
seem to carrrespond, 
T Hasthe same stamp as, bur it ts not the same brick as, that published. 


The Palace of Antiochus: AM 34 is exactly the same as the brick 
shown in DAI (Ist) neg. KB 1504, and therefore certainly comes 
from А. M. Schneider's excavations at the Palace of Antiochus 
(see 332.12). AM 25, which measures дос х (370) х 49 mm., 
probably comes from the palace, since the dimensions of the 
brick agree almost exactly with a similar piece recorded in 


Mango's notes: 400 x (370) x о mm. (sce $03.1a). AM 248 may 
be the same as a brick recorded in Mango's notes (see 864.1a, b): 
in both cases the hrst three letters of the stamp are poorly 
impressed, although the recorded brick dimensions differ by ; 
mm. 


Saraçhane: AM 349 was labelled 'Sarachane" (144.14), 


Great Palace, area Ab: AM 65 is clearly identical to a brick 
fragment found and sketched by Mamboury in area Ab of the 
Great Palace (1226.1). 


Hagia Sophia: AM 21 is possibly identical to a piece recorded in 
Mango’s notes, since the dimensions are very close (1134.1b). 

Since some material from the Hagia Sophia collection has 
previously been published by Maletskos, it may be useful to 
indicate the inventory numbers of the bricks mentioned in his 
article. 


Maletskos, “Plinthos’ Catalogue AM inv. 
nos. nos 
pl 53-3 (near Cistern of ідоблЬ б> 
 Mocius) 
270 (mentioned) jogra Cp. 55,97, 188, 
287, 288, 289 
322 


270, pl. $4.1. (excavations south 
of Hagia Eirene) m281.1c 48 
271, pl. 54.2 (excavations in 
Beyazit near the 155.1b 153 
University building) 


272, pl 54.3 967.1] not found іп 
the collection 
273, pl 54-4 1742.14 (14 


HAGIA EIRENE COLLECTION 


One of Mamboury’s notebooks contains details of bricks stored 
in Hagia Eirene." Elsewhere in Mamboury’s notes, three of the 
bricks are explicitly stated to have come from Ramazanoglu': 
excavations to the south of Hagia Eirene, and it is likely. 
although not absolutely certain, that all of them shared the 
same origin, Many of the stamps illustrated by Mamboury are 
identical or similar to stamps on the bricks in the Hagia Sophiz 
storeroom (which may themselves have come, in large part 
from Ramazanojlu’s excavations). It is conceivable that all о) 
part of the Hagia Eirene collection was transferred to Нар: 
Sophia; but the similarities between the two groups аге perhaps 
more likely to result from the fact that the bricks came from the 
same excavation, 


V It may benoted thatSorlin-Dorigny also mentions à number af stamped brick: 
stored in Hagia Eirene (е, "Inscriptions", фу по, 65). 
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FORMERLY IN ROBERT COLLEGE, 

ISTANBUL, AND DONATED TO THE 

ISTANBUL ARKEOLOJI MUZELERI 
AND AYASOFYA MUZESI 


Mango’s notes contain sketches and rubbings of a number of 
stamped bricks that were once in Robert College, and which 
were donated by Ercüment Atabay to the Istanbul Archaeo- 
logical Museum and the Hagia Sophia Museum. The following 
appear to correspond to the pieces seen by Mango: IAM 74.3 PT 
(312.1a) and 74.4 PT (то7ҙла); AM тоо (1119.1b), АМ тоз 
(439.1a), AM таз (5357.12), AM 122 (1511.12), AM 129 (512.12), 
AM 192 (343.1a), AM 196 (1333.1b), AM 214 (go9.1a), AM 217 
($27-1a), AM 253 (126.83), АМ 263 (1283.1a), AM 264 
(1272.22), AM 304 (1023.1b), AM 305 (1564.13), AM 342 
(741.1b), AM 444 (1018.1b), AM 468 (possibly) (cp. 667.1v, w). 
AM 158 and AM 364 (1332.1a) do not seem to be exactly the 
зате as pieces mentioned in Mango's notes. 


SARACHANE (R. M. HARRISON) ARCHIVE, 
INSTITUTE OF ARCHAEOLOGY, OXFORD 


The photographs of the brickstamps recovered during R. M. 
Harrison's excavations at Saraçhane (St Polyeuktos) did not 
appear їп the final excavation report, but were substituted by 
line drawings. The photographs appear here courtesy of Mrs E. 
Harrison, the official photographer during the excavations, The 
negative numbers have been provided in the catalogue in case 
these should be of use to future scholars. 


ST ANDREWS UNIVERSITY LIBRARY 


Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 38: This box 
contains almost all the negatives of the published stamps from 
the Great Palace excavations of 1935-38 (published in GPT) and 
of a number of unpublished stamps from the same dig (here 
indicated by an asterisk). Note that negatives of all the stamps 
published in GP Lare also to be found in the Talbot Rice Archive 
(except for GP I, рі. га nos. зс, 61), although negatives of most 
of the unpublished fragments are not there. 


Мер; Brick nos.(=nos.used Catalogue nos. 
in GP I, pl. 14) 
182 І 1498.12 
183 2 г593.1а 
184 3 1718.14 
185 5 $20.th 
186 7 1719.12 
187 8 821.1n 


Мер. 


158 
rig 
190 
191 * 
192 
193 
194 
195 
196 
197 
198 
199 
200 
2017 
202 
203 
204 
206 
unlocated 
207 
208 
209 
210 
211 
212 
al 3 
214 
21% 
216 
217 
218 
219 
220 
zii 
222* 
223 
224 
225" 
226 
227° 
228% 
229 
230 
2317 
232 
233 
234 
235 
236 


Brick nos. (= nos. used 


in GP I, pl. 14) 


ro 
I1 
12 
14 
5 
16 
17 
19 


33 
34 
35 
36 
3 
39 
41 
42 
43 
44 
46 
47 
49 
го 
y 
КЕ 
$4 
$6 
37 
unknown 
бі 
unknown 
unknown 
62 
ar o 
66 
69 
71 
73 
74 
75 


Catalo gue поз. 


1$92.14 
1496.12 
1597.1a 
964.14 
1%91.Га 
13$f-ta 
75-1a 
575.1b 
1445.13 
785.1e 
667.1сс 
149%-1а 
287.12 
тобз.та 
$17.14 
816.13 
1644.12 
667.1b 
380,24 
1337-18 
273.18 
382.1a 
1334.12 
1592.13 
1594.14 
1397.1b 
785.14 
676.3b 
8r6.1h 
rög. la 
113.15 
ббб.ти 
666.14а 
676.5b 
189.24 
1$95.1à 
676.3@ 


uncatalogued 


820.1i 
uncatalogued 
uncatalogued 
1395.1b 
1479.12 
666.4bb 
1482.12 
1344-1C 
372.1h 
1485.14 
1361.12 


ud 
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Neg.: Brick поз, (= nos. used Catalogue nos. 
in GP T, pl. га) 
237" unknown uncatalogued 
238% unknown uncatalogued 
239% unknown uncatalogued 
зда" unknown uncatalogued 
241” unknown uncatalogued 
z unknown uncatalogued 

243% unknown 1337.1b 
2447 unknown uncatalogued 
245% unknown uncatalogued 
246* 55 брта 
147* 48 575.1b 
266* 77 924.14 
267% possibly 78 

(but see neg. 348) 1399.12 
306* unknown 924.12 
316* 81 676.5 
317" B2 uncatalogued 
318” 83 666.4f 
348* possibly 78 

(but see neg. 267) 1399.1b 
349* 84 1696.та 
7297 | фо uncatalogued 
721° 89 $46.1c 


Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box зу: This box 
contains the excavation notebook recording the stamped bricks 
found during the Great Palace excavations of 1935-38. The 
approximate brick dimensions have been inserted in the cata- 
logue, but the very general references to Bindspots, which are of 
little value, have пог been included. 


Russell Papers Miscellaneous Remainder box 35: This box 
contains unnumbered negatives of the material from the excava- 
tions in the Great Palace іп 1953-55. All but one (that of 
1364.12) are also то be found in the Talbor Rice Archive. 


J. H. Baxter, Miscellaneous Papers MS 3 6966A: A photograph of 
a stamp recorded in Mamboury's notes as coming from the 
Great Palace excavations of 1935-38 was found here (880.12). 


D. TALBOT RICE ARCHIVE, BARBER 
INSTITUTE OF FINE ARTS, BIRMINGHAM 
UNIVERSITY 


This archive contains negatives of most of the brickstamps 
published in the first and second reports on the Great Palace 
excavations (GP Land GP IT), in addition to a number of unpub- 
lished stamps that were discovered. All the published photo- 
graphs from GP I survive except nos. зо and бт; and from GP II 


there are photographs of all the brickstamps (except no. 8). 
Concerning the later work on the site (195 1-53], thire are notes 
on the brickstamp finds, photographs of several variants af СР 
II nos. 4 and 8 (821.1k, I; 618.1b, c), and of 8 more unpublished 
stamps (129.1a, 231.1b, 619.1a, 666,18, 822.1€, Szr.1b, 1257.12, 
1419.12). Also in the archive are the rubbings made of the brick- 
stamps from the Myrelaion (Bodrum Camii) excavations, many 
of which were published, although inaccurately and in the form 
of tuny sketches, in Talbot Rice's short excavation report." The 
unpublished stamps from the Myrelaion are catalogued as 
218.0a, 353-12, 354.12, 660.1a, 681.14, 749.12, 986.12, 1652.1a, 
1472.1a. À further photograph is of a stamp published by 
Laurent (949.14). 


DUMBARTON OAKS PHOTOGRAPHIC 
COLLECTION, WASHINGTON 


The following photographs from this collection are noted in the 
catalogue: 





H 6.465 1350.1 
H61.26 25.1à 
Lé2.41 (C. Mango) 129.14 
L62.42 (C. Mango) 464.1a 
1.62.4 (C. Mango) 889.та 
1.67.36$—366 (I. Sevéenko) Залі 
1,67.968 (1. Sevéenko) $94.1b 
1.67.969 (I. Sevéenko) 10$2.IC 
Lé7.971 (І. Sevéenko) 1405.14 
L72.751(L Sevéenko) 817.1u 


R. VAN NICE ARCHIVE, DUMBARTON OAKS 
FIELDWORK ARCHIVE, WASHINGTON 


A dossier containing rubbings of stamped bricks їп Нара 
Sophia is to be found in box 19 of the Van Nice Archive, part of 
the Dumbarton Oaks Fieldwork Archive. The stamps аге cata- 
lagued under the following entry numbers and the drawings are 
published courtesy Dumbarton Oaks: зла, 4а, 8.1, 11.1a, 
128.1a, 203.2d, e, 129.12, 254.12, 270.12, $48.1a, $61.12, 605.12, 
618.24, 666.4c, о, U, W, y, bb, 666.14d, 666. 16a, 667.17, x, 674.1d, 
и, x, 676,6b, 771.1b, 817.14, |, m, 819.1h, 82 1.1g, 893.32, 967.11, 
І, 968.1b, Б, дус.та, 979.1a, 985.1a, 981.12, Істота, 1158.1a, 


1279.13, 1298.12, 1542-36, Ё, 1355.15, 1396.10. 


К. YULZINGER'S5 NOTES 


K. Wulzinger mentions his own large collection of impressions, 
transcriptions and photographs of brickstamps. Two hand- 


V Talbot Rice, Bodrum Camir. 4 Wulzinger, Hasdenemiler, уй пе 2. 
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written brickstamp notebooks amongst the Wulzinger archive 
in the Deutsches Archiologisches Institut, Abteilung Berlin 
contain only derails of material already known from the publi- 
cations of Wulzinger himself or of others. A card index in the 
Deutsches Archaologisches Institut, Abteilung Istanbul in- 
cludes mainly material published by Wulzinger himself (cards 
76 (1372.1), 80 (153.14), 93 (1215.12), 95 (1713.12), 98 (194.14), 
99 (842,1a), тоо (о8.та), го» (657.10), 103 (765.1a), 195 
(198.та), тоб (241.1a), тоу (1197.та), тоб (1546.1a) 109 
(1141.1a), 110 (1067.13), 115 (195.1b)) ог by others (cards 
118—125) and the stamps from the A. 0. Mordtmann collection 
(cards 1-43). There are, however, a few unpublished stamps 
from the Istanbul Archaeological] Museum, the ‘House of 
Justinian’, the ruin of Ishak Paga, and elsewhere, These are not 
catalogued here, except for those stamps from the Archaeo- 
logical Museum that were published by Sorlin-Dorigny (cards 
44 (1361.1g), 48 (666.12), 57 (337.1d), бо (1065.14), 61 (1625.14), 
62 (1622.14), 63 (574.14), 64 (203.3), 65 (526.10), 66 (1281.1Ь), 
69 (1025.1c), 70 (1252.1), 71 (боола), 73-4 (88c.1d)). 


OTHER COLLECTIONS 


А Constantinopolitan stamped brick was purchased in Athens 
in 1901 Бу Е. W. Kelsey and is now in the Kelsey Museum of 
Archaeology, University of Michigan accession no. 2450 
(873.14). 

A number of bricks from Marmara Ereğlisi (Perinthos) are 
stored in the barracks there (1346.1a, 1347-14). 

Material from Mesembria that has been deposited in 
museums in both Sofia and Burgas, and in the store in 
Mesembria, is catalogued by BeSevliev, Inschriften, 102-5. For 
the catalogue numbers, consult the ‘Index to the Published 
Brickstamps in the Catalogue’, 

Two stamped bricks were acquired by Professor R. Naumann 
from an unnamed museum іп Istanbul and given in April 1968 to 
Basil Saffer, curator of the Museum of Ancient Brick, General 
Shale Products Corporation, Johnson City, Tennessee (954.12, 
1367.1a),'° 

Stamped bricks in private collections are noted under entry 
numbers 36.1a, 227.1b (N. Talbot Rice), 815.1a (H. Hallens- 
leben). 


^ Lam grateful to Martin Maischberger for sending me copies of these суго books. 
V See Saffer, Bricks of History, бо-?. 


LOST AND UNLOCATED MATERIAL 


According to Leval, bricks were donated to the Musée du 
Louvre, Paris, by Gedeon (398.1a, 987.14); but although the 
museum inventory confirms that in July 1886 Gedeon donated 
twoebricks, which were given the inventory numbers MNC 
1162 and ММС 1163, they cannot be located.” 

Lampakis states that in 1870 the Greek ambassador in 
Constantinople, Mr Khangabe, sent some stamped Byzantine 
bricks from Constantinople to the Inspectorate of Antiquities 
(otherwise known as the Ministry of Ecclesiastical Affairs or 
Ministry of Education). One of these bricks, which Lampakis 
illustrates, is said to have fallen from Hagia Sophia in 187c 
(967.1b).? It seems, however, that the bricks never came into the 
possession of the Byzantine Museum (founded in гота), nor 
into the collection of the Christian. Archaeological Society 
(founded by Lampakis).?! 

Lampakis tells us that the founder of the Christian Museum 
of the University of Berlin, Ferdinand Pieper, showed him a 
stamped brick similar to that which had fallen from Hagia 
Sophia. This brick is listed in the inventory of 1915 under the 
number 7632, but was apparently lost during the Second World 
War. The entry confirms that the brick bore the inscription 
METS EKKAS and that it was зоо х 350 mm. square (967.1p).7 

The stamped brick published by Curtis and Aristarches, 
which bore an inscription that they erroneously interpreted as 
INT[AINOY] BAPE[TTOY] (1463.1a)," was, according to 
Bélin, transferred to a museum in Stuttgart. Since then, the brick 
has been wrongly described as an inscribed stone, and whether 
this incorrect assumption has contributed to the failure to locate 
it is uncertain. Despite his false interpretation of the inscription 
and his incorrect description of the object, Blóndal may be 
correct in suggesting thar the piece was lost during the First or 
Second World Маг. 

In 1968, at the Deutsches Archaologisches Institut, Abteilung 
Istanbul, Basil Saffer, curator of the Museum of Ancient Brick, 
Johnson City, Tennessee, was shown by Professor R. Naumann 
two bound volumes containing neat drawings and details of 
perhaps асо brickstamps.” It is much to be regretted that Pro- 
fessor Naumann was unable to inform me of the present where- 
abouts of these records, ^ and that, since his death (24 April 
1996), they have not been found amongst his papers.” 


" Leval, 'Archaiologika', 618-19. 

" Tam grateful to Catherine Metzger for this information. 

Й Lampakis, ‘Christian St&mps', 511; Lampalas, Mond Dafibnion, 87 n. 31 

? Lampakis, "Christian Stamps’, $15. 

* thank Dr Мустай Acheimascou-Potamianon for this information. 

4 Information courtesy of Dr Arne Effenberger. 

2 Curtis and Aristarches, ‘Anekdotai’, уб no. PMc". 

4 Bl&ndal, Varangians, 188, 

^ Lettérs ta thé anthor dated 19 December 1994 and 18 October 1994. See also 
Saffer, Bricks of History, 60-7. 

9 Lester to the author dated 22 Seprember 1995. 

ғ” [am grateful to Fr. Maumann-Steckner fnr her efforts to lacate rus material 





CHAPTER 14 





The organization of the catalogue 


The brickstamps are grouped under alphabetical headings 
according to the names (or abbreviated names) that they carry. 
After the alphabetical sequence are additional headings for 
stamps with monograms, Christograms, crosses, formulae, 
uncertain names, stamps on roof-tiles, bricks with fingermarks, 
and bricks with tool-made impressions. 

To simplify comparison between material in the catalogue 
and new finds, the headings preserve the names in the form 
(spelling and case) in which they appear on the stamps. This 
means that in all buta few instances they are given in the genitive 
case: it seemed unhelpfully pedantic to give the nominative. 
Stamps оп which the same name is spelled in different ways have 
generally been grouped together under a single name heading 
(e.g. “Aptatevétov, "Арісталуєтоо"; 'OzoóobAov, ӨкоббАот, 
Оеобойог, Тєоболом'), and cross-references to the main entry 
are given from each of the spellings. I have, however, chosen to 
list “Ko(vjctavtivov, Kovctavtivou’ separately from “Коустау- 
tivou, Ко(м)стамтімою", If a partially preserved name can be 
restored with certainty or with a high probability, then the 
stamp is catalogued under the appropriate name. It should be 
borne in mind, however, tharstamps under rhe same name head- 
ing need not necessarily refer to the same individual, and that, in 
some cases, a particular spelling may have been deliberately 
employed to distinguish an individual from his contemporary 
namesake. | 

Under each name heading, brickstamps are grouped accord- 
ing to the following considerations, which are listed below in 
order of priority: 


(i) The shape of the stamp. The category headings used are (in 
order of priority): ‘Single-line’, “Multiple-line’, *Single-line or 
Multiple-line’, ‘Circular’, “Crucitorm’, “Triangular’, "Tabula 
ansata’, ‘Uncertain shape’. These category headings have been 
omitted where the typescript representation satisfactorily 
conveys the shape of the stamp. 

The sipnificance of the shape of a stamp has not yet been 
determined, Stamps of various shapes сап on occasion be shown 
to refer to the same individual (see Part П, Ch. 8, вест. 2b (1)). 
However, on other occasions, differences in shape may have 
been used to distinguish between individuals with the same 
name or between workshops. 

(ii) The presence or absence of an mdiction date. The category 
headings used are (in order of priority): “With indiction’ 


(including stamps whose indiction is fragmentary, and stamp. 
lacking an indiction, but which certainly once bore one) 
"Without indiction' (for stamps which certainly did not includ: 
a date); and “Мау or may not have carried indiction’, 

(ii) The name-abbreviation. The name-abbreviations ar 
used as category headings, and are arranged in alphabetica 
order. Name-abbreviations that cannot be completed with | 
reasonable degree of certainty are catalogued after the тпай 
alphabetical list, and abbreviations the exact spelling of which i 
unclear come last. Stamps employing the same name-abbrevia 
tion need not refer to the same individual. 

(iv) The layout of the text. The aim is to bring together stamp 
with text laid out in a similar manner by considering, fo 
example, the number of lines of text used (fewest first), and th: 
position of line-breaks. In some cases layout headings have bees 
used to indicate the criteria used to determine the groupings. 

(v) Accessory letters. Category headings used are "Ми 
accessory’, “Accessory A’, “Accessory В", etc. Stamps that "Ма! 
or may not have carried an accessory’ come last. 

(vi) Indictions. Stamps are arranged with their indictions ii 
ascending order (which 1s not necessarily chronological order 
since stamps do not carry any indication of which indictioi 
cycle is meant). Lost and uncertain indictions come last, 


Stamps for which all the characteristics listed under (i)-(vi 
are the same аге all listed under the same catalogue entr: 
number, which is given in bold type (e.g. 230). 

If an indiction or accessory letter is missing from a stamp, 1 
сап be restored only ifa more complete stamp made by the ver! 
same die survives. Since our records do not often allow us t 
confirm that two stamps were created by the same die, in mos 
cases missing indictions and accessories cannot be restored чу 
certainty, and stamps lacking them must therefore be ascribe 
individual entry numbers. | 

The stamps grouped under each entry number are subdivide: 
according to types and variants. 


IYPES 


The different types under an entry number are assigne 
consecutive Arabic numerals in bold (e.g. 1). These typ 
numbers indicate differences in line-brealss, in lerter forms, ш 
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the orientation of letters, and the use of prominent ligatures, 
of horizontal lines dividing lines of text, of borders, and of 
abbreviation bars above and below letters. An upper-case diplo- 
matic transcription follows each type number, and this pre- 
serves in typescript the main stylistic details that distinguish 
each type. The diplomatic representation is compiled with 
reference to all stamps listed under that type number. Therefore, 
unless only one brick is listed under a type number, the diplo- 
matic transcription should not be taken to reflect the appearance 
of any individual stamp. When distinguishing types we often 
depend on the accuracy of the records of brickstamps recorded 
by others. However, published typescript representations of 
stamps, for example, may not correctly indicate the precise form 
or orientation of letters; and itis therefore sometimes difficult to 
determine whether a type that is better attested elsewhere is 
meant, or whether a new typeis indicated. | have used my judge- 
ment, but have generally preferred to increase the number of 
types to ensure that information is not lost. Following each 
diplomatic representation there is usually an interpretation of 
the inscriprion in lower-case. Only when little can be done to 
interpret the inscription has it been omitted. 

The following editorial conventions are used in the diplo- 
matics and interpretations: 


Kovetavtivou Unclear or incomplete letter, the identity, 
orientation, or precise formation of which 
cannot be determined when it ts taken in 
isolation, but for which a restoration can be 


suggested. 

ра... Visible but indecipherable characters (the 
number of dots indicates the approximate 
number of characters). 


BleloorBlep Suggested restoration of lost text is contained 
within square brackets. If the brackets are not 
closed, the restoration may not indicare the 
full extent of the missing text. The brackets 
may be empty if no plausible restoration can 


be suggested. 

ET Lost letters or symbols (the number of dots 
indicates the approximate number). 

[-] Unknown number of lost letters or symbols. 

Bof) Letter carved in error. 

Кастам(тімоо) Suggested interpretanton within round 
hrackets. 

Aol) The completion of the abbreviation is 
uncertain, 

18” Indiction number, 

Гога Indiction number possibly incomplete. 

[УЛ Letter has been erased, altered or superseded. 


This is usually used in connection with indic- 
tion numbers that have potentially been 
altered, 

5,5 S-shaped abbreviation sign or word divider or 


space-filler. This cannot always easily be dis- 
tinguished from the numerals є" and С“, 
Ge (C-shaped abbreviation sign. 


Abbreviated names have not been completed because there 
usually exist several or many possible restorations; and even 
when the abbreviation isalmost complete, there is generally still 
a choice between a masculine and a feminine form. Thus, for 
example, ‘AcvA( ) might stand for ‘AcuA(ivou), Акол(їоо), 
"AxbA(ou), or "AxuA(ivyc). For the same reason, accents and 
(often) breathings, have been omitted from abbreviated names. 
The reader wishing to establish the possible completions of 
abbreviated names is referred to: Fraser and Matthews, LGPN, 
i= ; Preisigke, Namenbucb; Foraboschi, Onomasticon: and 
PLRE, 1-11. In the case of some ambiguous stamps, more than 
one suggested reading has been given. The reading of some 
apparently ambiguous stamps beginning with the letters INAI 
has been settled on the basis of their stylistic dating, since 
the abbreviation IN is more usual on stamps of fifth-century 
style, and the abbreviation INA more usual on stamps of sixth- 
century style (see Ch. 8, sect. 2a (3)). In general, largely because 
of limitations of space, I have not explicitly pointed out where 
my own reading differs from those given in earlier publications. 
Readers wishing to compare my reading with those of earlier 
scholars need only consult the bibliographic references given 
under each catalogue entry. 


VARIANTS 


Stamps grouped under the same type number may vary in size, 
in the relative positioning of letters, and—although having 
letters of the same orientation and form—in the precise size and 
shape of letters. These differences distinguish variant stamps, 
which are designated using lowercase letters (a), (b), (c), etc. 
Although variants are catalogued under a single type number, 
and therefore share a compiled diplomatic representation and 
interpretation, they are illustrated separately so that their indi- 
vidual characteristics are recorded as fully as possible. Iiustra- 
tions compiled from several variants have been used only where 
absolutely necessary, since they do not, of course, reflect the 
true form of any single die. The imprecise nature of many brick- 
stamp sketches means that it is often impossible co tell whether 
stamps grouped under the same type number are identical or 
variants. Each potential variant has been listed separately, and it 
must be borne in mind that, in many cases, those of similar 
dimensions may in fact be identical. The problem of dis- 
tinguishing variants 15 not only encountered when dealing with 
drawings and photographs of stamps: it may also arise when 
studying the stamps at first hand, particularly if the impressions 
are shallow, or if the stamps аге very fragmentary. Thus several 
variants are sometimes listed under а single variant heading with 
а statement ta that effect, Where there are large numbers of 
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variants under a type number, the arrangement is usually by 
size, with the smallest first, and those of unknown size last. 
Otherwise, the arrangement is arbitrary. 

Under each variant heading, the following information may 
be given: 

(1) The dimensions of the impression in millimetres. Length is 
given before width. The dimensions can vary depending on how 
hard the die was pressed into the clay; hence recorded maxima 
and minima аге sometimes given. Also, an indication ts given if a 
stamp is not of consistent length, width, or diameter, In the case 
of cruciform stamps, a breakdown of the length and height 
measurements is sametimes given, thereby providing details of 
the length and width of each arm of the cross. Illustrations of 
most variants are given in the Illustrations volume. Whenever 
possible, line-drawings are reproduced at a scale of 1:3, and 
photographs at a scale of 1:2. In many cases, however, a line 
drawing is a rough sketch that cannot be accurately scaled. 
Consequently, a stamp’s dimensions should always be taken 
from the catalogue. 

(i1) A suggested dare for the stamp. The reader must refer to 
the text in order to fully understand the basis and the reliability 
of any suggested date. For this reason, references to the text 
accompany most of the dares rhat are given. A date, of course, 
indicates when the die is believed to have been carved, and when 
the brick was manufactured. It does not necessarily indicate the 
time at which the brick was laid. 

Where а dateis not provided fora stamp, it may be possible to 
propose one, either (a) by comparison with similar, dated 
stamps bearing the same name, or (b) on the basis of general 
stylistic criteria: 


(a) In general, variants of the same type are likely to be of 
broadly similar date. In some cases, however, it can be demon- 
strated that опе variant was in use up ta a decade before 
another.! Stamps that notonly bear the same name butalso come 
from the same site, or bear the same title, or are of the same 
shape, or share distinctive stylistic features are more likely than 
not to refer to the same individual, and therefore to date within 
the lifetime of that individual. Stamps that have only the 
same name in common should nor, however, be assumed to be 
contemporary: in some cases the stamps gathered together 
under a main name-heading refer to different individuals living 
at different times (e.g., cp. Волга with 811a, 2a; cp. r30.1a with 
I21.1C, 122.1b, and many others; cp. zor.1a with 203.1¢; cp. 
927.5a with 928.12, за, за), 

(b) The stylistic criteria established by examining the material 
in Group т and Group 2 can also be used to assess the date of a 
stamp for which no date is given in the catalogue. In short, all 
stamps that are not rectangular with a single line of text are 
typical of the style of Group 2. They are most unlikely to be 
dated before 475, and the vast majority belong to the sixth 


! For examples of varianw dated abour a decade apart, see Рагу П, Ch. 8, seer. 1 
with n. 2. 


century. Determining whether а single-line inscription is 
stylistically closer to the material in Group r (before 475) ог 
Group 2 may not be straightforward, and often a firm con. 
clusion cannot be reached. The formulaic stamps givi ng merely 
IN, a numeral, BA, and a short name-abbreviation of two or 
three letters are certainly of Group т style; in other cases. 
however, the reader should refer to the stylistic difference: 
established above in Ch. 8, sects. 2-3, and to the tables thai 
accompany the discussion. 

For example, under the heading Aovyivow are single-ling 
(869-71), multiple-line (872), and circular stamps (873). None 
come from dated contexts, As the catalogue indicates, the 
circular stamp, 873, is of a style found in early sixth-century 
contexts. The multiple-line stamp, 872, like all such stamps, is ol 
Group 2 style, and may be placed in general terms after 475, and 
most probably in the sixth century. We cannot be certain, how- 
ever, that it refers to che same Longinus as is named on the 
circular stamp. As for the single-line stamps, 869—71, they are 
stylistically simular to each other, and, therefore, in all likelihood 
refer to a single individual. They clearly do not fall into the 
formulaic Group r category; the complete name in the genitive 
case and the initial cross point rather to the style of Group 2, anc 
hence to a date after 475 and probably in the sixth century. Bui 
again, whether the name refers to the same individual as i: 
named on the muluple-line or circular stamps 15 not certain. 


(їп) The site and the location of the find. If the findspot is noi 
known, this is indicated explicitly, Details of many sites will be 
found in the main text, For others, reference should be made tc 
the works in which the brickstamps were published, and to the 
standard topographical literature: Miiller-Wiener, Bildlexikon 
Kleiss, Plan; Schneider, Byzanz. Where, however, informatior 
is scarce, difficult to locate, or unpublished, details have beer 
included in the ‘Index to the Findspots in the Catalogue’. 

(iv) In round brackets, the total number of bricks found а! 
that location. This is given only if known, and if the number ol 
bricks for which specific details are recorded (see (v)) doe: 
not itself indicate the total number found. In the case ol 
Mamboury’s records, usually no explicit written statement wa: 
made regarding the total number of bricks found. In such cases 
itis likely that only one brick was found unless details of more 
are recorded (see (у)). Mamboury sometimes records simply 
‘numerous’ or ‘many’, and these indications have beer 
preserved in the catalogue. 

(v) The bold Arabic reference numbers of any bricks found ai 
that location for which some specific details (e.g. dimensions. 
are recorded (see (vi) ). 

(vi) Details of individual bricks, preceded by their bolc 
Arabic reference numbers. These details may include dimen: 
sions in millimetres and inventory numbers. Brick dimension: 
are generally given as ‘length x width x thickness’. Incomplete 
dimensions are placed in round brackets, and unknown dimen 
sions are indicated witha question mark. For the material in the 
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Hagia Sophia Collection (AM), the maximum length and width 
were measured parallel and perpendicular to any surviving edge. 
The dimensions of vaulting bricks with a tapering width are 
given as ‘length x maximum width/minimum width x thick- 
ness’. 

(wii) Notes. Under this heading, details are often given of 
brick dimensions that can be ascribed only to а group of bricks, 


rather than to a specific piece. 

(viii) The source or sources of the information given in (1), and 
(i1)-(vi1). These are also the sources of any illustration or photo- 
graph given in the Illustrations volume. 

The information indicated in (ui)-(viii) above is repeated if 
exactly the same variant has been found at more than one 
location. 


CHAPTER 15 





The Catalogue 


Dimensions of bricks and stamps are given in millimétres 


ABEPKIOY 
WITH INDICTION 


I 
1, «АВЄРК 
ІБІМАГ 
+ 'ABepxtov іу6(іктіфуос) у 
(a) Stamp: 110 x75. 
Sophia. Loose in approach to, or room of, the south-east 
buttress. 
[1] Antoniades, Hagia Sophia 1,84, hg. 12. [2] Soreriou, Hagia 
Sophia, 64. 


т. +АВЄ[РЕ] 
ISINAL. .] 
+ "ABe[px]tov tvé[(uezusvoc) . . 7 
(a) Stamp: (80) x62. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, 350 x2 x $5: IAM (CK) no. 92. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


г. [4] A[B]E PE[I] 
S[IINA2Z 
[+] "AfBleesftoo [1và(ucetóvoc)s С 
(a) Stamp: 112 x63. 
Hagia Sophia. Exonarthex, repairs to paving beside second 
door from north leading to narthex: 1. 


I. 340 X 340 X ? 
[1] Van Mice archive (rubbing). 


т. +АВЄРКІ 
SINA2Z* 
+ "АВеркіою ivé(uetuiivec)s C^ 
(a) Stamp: 128 x 66. 
Hagia Sophia. Exonarthex, repairs ro paving beside second 
door from north leading to narthex: т. 


1,350 X345 X? 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [3] Van Nice archive (rubbing) 


5 
i. +АВЄРКІ 

G6INASZ+ 

+ "Ареркіоз іуб(іктійуос)в E" + 

(а) Stamp: 128 x 57. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1, 
T. 365 X 365 ху. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(b) Stamp: 128 x 57. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: т. 
I. 360 x 360 X $0. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 

(c) Stamp: 128 x(50). 
Kalenderhane Cami. Unknown: 1. 
1. (320) x (247) * 48. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Br. 

(d) Stamp: (9с) x 6o. 
Sea Walls. Near tower 8: 1. 
I. 350 X 340 хо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Demangel and Mamboury, 
Manganes, 15 with n. 2, 16, fig. 17 no. 2. 


т. - ABC[PKI] 
BIN[....] 
+ "Арек ох iv[S(wcruovoc)s . . 1 


(a) Stamp: ? x 66. 
Rhegium (Kügük Cekmece). Acropolis to the north-west af the 
bath. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


1. +ABEPKIO 
INAIKSA 
+ "Apepktov іубик(тибмос)я б" 
(a) Great Palace. Area Ba. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
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| 
. +АВЄРКЇ& 
INAIKSH 


+ "АЙеркіоу букт бос) ту 
(а) Stamp: 134 x 58. 


Date: 499/500 or 514/15 or 529/40. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. zd. 


Tokludede Mescidi: 1-5. 
LIAM 19. 2, IAM 47. 3, IAM өз. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures ? x ? x yo, 
[т] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 265 no. 24. (2) Mamboury's 
notes (squeeze). [3] Mango's notes (from squeeze). 
(b) Stamp: 132 x 68, 
Hagia Sophia. Exonarthex, repairs го paving beside second 
door from north leading to narthex, opposite south jamb of 
door: 1. 
1.350 X350 X? 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


i 
‚ +АВЕРКІБ 
IMAIKSIT 


+ "АВеркіою tyéix(tidwoe}s гу” 


(а) Great Palace. Area Ba. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


Бр 
, FA[BEPKIS] 
ПМАТКІ, Л 


+ "A[Bepiiou] іубік (таймас) . .] 


(а) Sarachane: 1. 
1, No. 1329 (duplicated number). 
[т] Saraçhane archive neg. 9.10.21. 


1 
‚ +ABEPKIS 
Л 
 "ABepxien[ .......] 
(a) Stamp: 132 х? 
Hagia Sophia. Narthex, repairs to paving beside threshold of 
central door leading to exonarthex: 1. 
1. 3680 x 360 x ? 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


FITHOUT INDICTION 


2 
‚ ABE 
PRIS 


+ "A аркі 


(a) Stamp: 86 x 67. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1. 
1. 388 x (373) Xx 42. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', BS. 


(b) Stamp: 87 x 72. 

Walls of Nessebar, Pavement no. { of tower по, 2: 1. 

1. уро x 345 X 2, surface of brick has yellowish tint, 

[1] Ognenova-Marinova, "Briques', 111 по. 9, 112, fig. то. 
(c) Stamp: about 87 x 7a. 

Walls of Nessebar, Pavement no. 5 of tower nu, 2: 1. 

1.350 x34£ x ? 

[1] Ognenova-Marinova, Briques’, 111 no. то, 112, fig, 101. 
(4) Stamp: go x72. 

Date: after $32. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2c. 

Baths of Zeuxippos: (several) 1. 

L T X? X40, 

[1] Schneider, '"Ziegelstempel, 266 no. 41. [2] Mamboury and 

Wiegand, Kaiserpalaste, 38 (bortom row, right). 

[3] Mamboury's nores, 


ABI(), ABIP( ) 


ABI() 


13 
і. IHAXEAMI 


ivB(ucnivoc]s £^ AB) 


(a) Stamp: 198 x 32. 
Date: 423/4 or 4318/9. See Parc TT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi. 
[1] Mamboury, ‘Nouvelle lecture’, 122. [2] Mamboury’s notes. 
[2] Mango’s notes. 


ABIP( ) 


14 
І, ЧІНАДИЦ1 
lv(&iueriwoc]) 8^ Api) 
(a) Stamp: 185 x 28-30. 
Date: 426/1 or 4353/6. See Part IT, Ch. о, sect. 1e 
Cistern on Saraselviler Caddesi: (two) 1. 
I. 365 X? худо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes.. [2] Mango's nates. 


АВІ 


1j 
т. INGAB 


м(ӛктібуос) B^ АВГ 
(а) Stamp: ? х 32. 
Date: 425/6 or 4g0/t, See Part HT, Ch. 9, sect. ta, 


Cisterns m Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hümàyün. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 
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ABAHIIIOY (b) Possibly a different rype tf the A at the end of line 2 is correctly 
recorded, 

16 Sea Wall of Boukaleon. 


1, ЇГВААВАНПТОЇ 
fiv(Srerdvoc)] у" Вас) "АЙАттісіш) 


(а) Stamp: ? ху. 
Sea Walls. Near the monumental staircase, area Fh: 1. 
1.?x23x3,. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


АГІ ) 





17 
г. INTIBAAT 
iv(Bueriüvae) y а у As) 
(a) Stamp: 182 K ус. 
Kalenderhane Camii, бїт! 1. 
I.363 X363 хт. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Ат. 
18 
i. INFIBAAT 
ім(біктіймос) [y] & Bat ) A ) 
Gamma altered to delta by the addition of a diagonal stroke. 
(а) Stamp: 122 x 22. 
Date: 415/16 огаҙа/т, See Part II, Ch. o, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1, 
1. 390 8 485 X 65, 
[т] Mamboury’s notés. [1] Mango's notes. 


19 
т. JBAAT 
]Ba( ) Ам) 


(а) Tokludede Mescidi: т, 
T. [AM 79,2 4 2 хде. 
(1) Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


AIAOONIKOY 





za 
1. +THEN 
ЄАСАГА 
OONIKOV 
* tie vie (Iv Buezivoc 2) 'AvyaBlovikov 
(a) Stamp: 1&1 хоо, 
Date: 507-22. See Part HI, Ch. 9, sect. за, 
St Polyeuktos, Level 967: 1. 


1. Ma. 1297. 
[11 Hill, 'Brickstamps', 212, Вт. [3] Soraghane archive neg. 
9.11.23. 


[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpalste, 20 (bottom), 
[2] Schneider, 'Ziegelstempel', 260.00. 98. [3] Mamboury's 
notes, 

(c) Hebdomon (Bakırköy). 
[1] Dethier, ‘Makrikoy’, 162 no. A‘, pl. ТА" no. га“. 


АГАПНТОҮ 





WITH INDICTION 


AI 
L INAIATAITHTS 


їмб(лютифмоє) v "Ауаттутої 


The reading of the name is that given by Hill. The photograph 
shows only the first five letters of the inscription clearly. 
(a) Stamp: 123 x 15. 
Date: 16/17, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. za. 
St Polyeuktos. Level үгү: 1. 
1. No. 679, {80 х 308 € 40. 
п) Hill, “Brickstamps’, 207, Аз. [2] Saraghane archive negs. 
IO,3.143, т{а. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


22 
1, &ТНПАЛА + 
A" Ayo] to 
(a) Stamp: rso x 34. 
Date: 507-22. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Collapsed staircase vault: 1-28. 
1. No. 960, 2. Na. обт, 3. No. 962. 4. No. 963. 5. No. 968. 
6. No. 969. 7. Na. руз. 8. No. 971. 9. No. 974. то. No. 975. 
11. No. 976. 12. Ма, 977. 13. Мо. 978. 14. Мо, 981. 15. No. 
982. 16. Мо. 983. ту. Мо. 984. 18. Ма. 986. 19. No. 987, 
20. No, 988. 21, No. 959. 22. No. 994. 23. No. 995. 24. Na. 
996. 2%. Мо, 997. 26. No. тоос. 27. No, тооз. 28, Мо. 1681. 
Motes: 1-28. One brick measures 385 x 380 x 30. 
[1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps’, 307, А1. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.11.26 (25), 


ATO() 





23 
і, ОТААТТИ 
(Әу(біктӛмос)ү” Воб ) Ayol) 
(а) Stamp: 173 x25. 
Unknown: 1-2. 


1,365 x (217) * 38243; AM 381. 2. 372 3 364 X 40; AM 324. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.5.1819 (2), 20-2 (1). 
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4 
і, ОТААЯЭИІ 
їІм(биютиймос) є" Bod ) "Ayo( ) 
(a) Stamp: 182 x22. 
Date: 4$1/2. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 1c. 
St John of Stoudios: 1-2. 
1,364 163 4 47. 1.2 2 44. 
[1] Peschlow, Sticdioskirche, (in preparation). 


15 
1. IMAIBAAIO 
iv(Guetidiviec) e Bod ) "Ау ) 
(a) Stamp: 174 x 28. 
Fenari Isa Camii: (seven) 1. 
1. (270) * (248) кла, AM 152. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, Fenari 
isa Camii', fig. 39 no. 13, fig. 40 no. 18 (both in fact from the 
same die). [3] Вага negs. 94.11.2232, 232 (1). [4] Dumbarton 
Oaks Photographic Collection neg. Нёт.26. 
Unknown: 1-5. 
г. 390 x 360 x уо, hingermarks along one side of brick, AM 8. 2. 
38: x369 x 44-50, AM 233. 3. 380 x 360 х45-бо, AM зт}. 
4-375 € (335) X 37-45, two animal prints, AM 547. 5. (220) х 
(255) х зо, AM 428. 
Га) Bardill negs. 94.1.15a, 162 (1); 94.12.15, 16 (2); 95.5.23, 24 
(3k 95.6.25, 26 (4); 05.11.22, за (4). 


2. INAIBAALO 

імібіктизуас) e [a ) "Аус ) 

(а) Stamp: 183 x 27. 
Dare: 427/8 or 442/3 or 457/8. Sec Part Tl, Ch. 9, sect. re 
Mühürdar Emin Paga болар 1. 
t. 380 x 380 x уо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(b) Stamp: 155 x 3c. 
Dare: 427/8 or 442/3 or 4577/8, See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Junction with Gedikpaşa 
Caddesi: (several). 
[1] Kleiss' notes in the DAI, Istanbul. 


26 
т. INBIBAATO 


їм(биктибмос) Br Воҳ ) 'Аүо() 

(a) Stamp: 188-192 x 24. 
Date: 428/9 or 443/4 or 458/9. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Balaban Ара Mescidi: 1-3. 
1,585 3 365 х со, [AM год. 2. [AM 144. 3. AM 170. 
[1] Mamboeury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. [3] Mango and 
Hawkins, "Fenari isa Cami", 183 no. 11 (mentioned). 


17 
1, ІМНІНААТО 
ім(біктибмоє) [y] 9v Bal) "Aqo( ) 


Gamma altered to delta by addition ої a vertical and a diagonal 
stroke. 


(a) Stamp: 176-178 x 14-38. 
Dare: 43c/1 or 445/6 or 460/1. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 16, 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-5. 
т.ЇАМ ro. 1. IAM ә. 3. AM 158, 4, IAM 134. p LAM 172. 
Mores: 1-5. Three bricks measure 375 x 340 345, 380 x 370 x 45, 
365 x 365 x45. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango's notes. [3] Mango and 

» Hawkins, Fenari Isa Camii, 183 no. 13 (mentioned). 

(b) Stamp: 182 x 26. 
Date: 43o/1 or 445/6 or 460/1, See Part П, Ch. 9, вест. те. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-6. 
т.ЇАМ 18. 2. 1AM зд. 3. IAM б. 4, IAM зд. $. LAM tog. 
é. LAM 117. 
Notes: 1-6, One brick measures 370 x 370 x45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. [5] Mango and 
Hawkins, 'Fenari isa Салы, Й з no. 13 (mentioned). 

(с) Stamp: 172 * 3o. 
Section of first (inner) Sea Wall beneath the 'House of Justinian’ 
excavated in 1955, 
[1] GPT, :75, fig. 16 no. 5. 


28 
1, ІМЕЧФЕЕВААГО 


іу(біктійуос) e + (in heart or leaf) К(Өрде fal) "Ау" 
(а) Stamp: 142 x23. 
Date: 416/17 or 4312/2, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1, 
т. здо X 380 X со. 
ГІ Mamboury's nores. [2] Mango's.nores. [3] Mango and 
Hawkins, ‘Fenari sa Camii’, 183 по. 13 (mentioned). 


Unknown: т. 
T. 376 X 347 X £3, AM 35. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.2.22. 
29 
1. JABAATO 
Je" Bat ) "Ауо() 
(а) Dare: possibly 447/8. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 4. 
Hippodrome. In situ in the lower part of the east wall of the 
tunnel of the Sphendone, butressing: (onc). Inside the fifth 
chamber of the long east side of the Hippodrome, buttressing: 
(one). 
(2) Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpalaste, 4c (bottom) 
[2] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpalaste, 43. [1] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 264 no. 2. 


AT OR( ) 


30 
г. SOTVVBXNI 
tv(Bnextdvoc) C' Ba) Ар) 
(a) Stamp: 1 56 432. 
Unknown: t. 
1. 410 X 390 x 60, LAM 16, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


———— m — 
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ATOPACTOY AKAKIOY 
31 
35 

1: БУ ғ 

ATXOP І. MT KAKI Vs, 

ACATS іу(біктібуос) еу “АҡакЦот) В 

INPIB (a) Stamp: 177 хай. 

1С Date: 422/3 or 423/4 агау ar 438/9, See Part Il, Ch. 9, sect. 


Oxo} убріс "Ауорастої іу(біктібуес) p 
(a) Stamp: rro diameter, 
Date: early 6th century. See Part II, Ch. то, na. у, 
Unknown: 1. 
т. Fragment, ? x ? x 35, LAM 22. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: rro diameter, 
Date: года or $18/19 ог $33/4. Sce Part IT, Ch. g, sect. ad, Ch. 
‚Топо. 7. 
' Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokağı: т, 
1.2 «2 « 40. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. [3] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari Isa 
Сатії", 183 по. i3 (mentioned). 


AZ.() 
32 
т. INKBAPAZ. 
ім(біктібуос) [v] 8" Bap( ) "АС () 


Inverted gamma perhaps altered to delta by the addition of a 
diagonal stroke. 





(a) Stamp: 159 x 22. 
Kalenderhane Сат, Unknown: 1-2. 


1, (215) X 187 x 48. 2. (303) x(235) x 49-5 б. 
[т] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Аз. 


AHYOEIY(?) | 
АНҮСХ ) 


33 
1, AHVO 


"АлиХ2) 
(а) Stamp: roo хао, 
Great Palace. Area Ba. r. 


I, 570 x 370 x 60. 
[1] Mamboeury"s notes. 


AHYOEIV 


34 
1. AHVYOEIV 
“‘Ampboery (?) 
(a) Great Palace Area Ba. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


те, 
Cistern on Suraselviler Caddesi: 1. 

1. 370 X355 X 40745. 

[1] Mamboury's nates, [2] Mango's notes. 


AKIA() 





36 
т. DAITARIA 
Кубик бос) гү” "Ақы ) 
(a) Stamp: (112) x(34). 
Myrelaion excavations. Trench A, deep: 1. 
1. In private ownership of N. Talbot Rice. 


[t] Talbot Rice, “Bodrum Camii, 173, ig. 11 no. тт. [2] Talbor 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


AKY(), AKYA() 
AKY() 


37 
L INEIVKY 
iv(Bucriáwoc) ex^ Awol} 
(a) Stamp: 132 x 34- 
Date: 416/17 or 4531/2, See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. 15. 
Palace of Antiochus: т=з. 
т.345 X? куо. 2. 370 X 70 X ff 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. [2] Mango's notes. 
(b) Stamp: (125) x 35. 
Unknown: r. 
1, зба x (248) x60; AM 16. 
[1] Васі neg. 94.2.24. 


z. [IINEIVRY 
[]v(Bucrt&voc) et” "Axw() 


(а) Stamp: (102) 35. 
Great Palace, Area Аст. 
1.2 X? X £o. 
[1] Mamboury"'s nates. 
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АҠҮЛ() 
38 
1. JMHARYA 
іу(біктійкос)лү "Ак ) 
(a) Stamp; 1.42 x до. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1.3554 X315 40743, AM 257. 2, (239) ¥(z30) x 35, AM 252, 
[1] Bardill пер. 94.13.30 (2), 31; 94.14.7 (т). 


АЛЕС() 


39 
і. ]IEA AE 


Пуйбактиӛуос) e" "АХЕ() 


(a) Sea Walls. Destroyed towers near Yeni Cami. 
[т] Gorrwald, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 485 no. $, [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 265 no. 27. 


AAEZANAPOY 


SINGLE-LINE 


45 
1. |ЧААЛЄ. 
[iv]&(uecuvoc) wx" "АА, (1) 


(а) Sramp: (110) худ. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928: 1. 
т. ? x? X40, 
[1] Mamboury"s nates. 


MuLTIPLE-LINE 


4t 
1n +A AGH 
AAPOY 
The ligature of alpha and delta in line 2 may have been thought to 
contain the пи, 
+`ААе Б у]броо 
(a) Stamp: (120) х 52. 
Date: after 532, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. 
[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaldste, 38 (centre row, 
left). [z] Schneider, *Ziegelstempel', 266 no. 43. 
[у] Mamboury's notes. | 
(b) Stamp: (63) x 5 5. 
Kalenderhane Camii, Vault of Byzantine drain below apse of 
North Church: т. 
г. (110) x (1120) x 40. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps', Bo. 


АЛҮ() 


42 

1. INBIBAAAY 

Ши(бікттіӛзгос) [^ Bat ) АЗУ) 

(a) Stump: 180 (est.) x 28. 
Date: 428/9 or 443/24 or 458/9. Sce Part П, Ch. a, sect. те. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Forum of Constantine: 
(numerous) 1. 


I: 79 x 370 X fo. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


43 
1. ІГІВААЛҮ 
Пм(биктиймос) yc Bod ) "Азақ ) 


(а) Stamp: Р x 1o. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
1,2 x? x yo. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


АЛ. Қ 





44 
1. INSBAAA , K[ 
wifia) </6 fol) "AX. «[ 
(а) Stamp: (125) хау. 
"Васі" building beside the Myrelaion rotunda. 
[1] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Cami’, туз, fig. 11 no. 8. [2] Talbot 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


АМА() _ 


45 
1, INIBAANA 
їм(блстибмос) 17 Ba( ) Aval) 


(a) Stamp: 186 x 25. 
Vela Kilise Саш, Foundation walls adjoining north fagade of 
church, in Divan Efendi болар (revealed during laying of 
drains 9 June 1934): 1. 
n ? x? 35-45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


46 
т. INBIBAANA 


ім(біктійуас) Bi Bak ) "Avert ) 

(a) Stamp: 168 x37. 
Dare: 428/9 or 443/4 or 4538/9. Sec Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. re, 
Mühürdar Emin Pasa Sokağı: 
[1] Mamboury's nares, 




















— 


CATALOGUE 175 
АМАТОЛІОУ CRUCIFORM 
CIRCULAR je 
X. =, 4” 
47 z “% 
1, EY INAL ASATOV 
ANAXTOA 4 - 
IOAY С) 
IN PIB , М 4 
Ж ТІ Пүубйктийое) па“ Aveto iou 


G(eo)0 pépie "Аматодміою іМ(біктибмос) VB 
(а) Stamp: 116 diameter. 
Date: 503/4 or 18/19 or 5533/4, See Part П, Ch. g, sect. 2d, Ch. 
то по,7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokağı: 1. 
1. 390 X jlo x 66. 
[т] Mamboury's notes, 
(b) Stamp: 112 diameter. 
Date: early 6th century. See Part LI, Ch, то no. 7. 
Sea Walls, Degirmenkapr т. 
1.2 x? x56, lime-mortar with large pieces of brick adhering. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 15 with n. 2, 16, fig. 
ré, [2] Mamboury's notes. 


48 
1. [OY] 
[ANAXT]OA 
ШОАҮ 
ІЧРІГ 
ІС 


(Bitoù ле Амато во ім(буктиймос) ту" 
(а) Date: early 6th century. See Part П, Ch. 10 no. 7. 
Sultan Ahmer: т. 
1,2 x? x35, carries Turkish inscription in Arabic script reading 
"Sultan Ампег', ТАМ. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


49 | 
г. er 
АМГАХІТОЛ 
IOAY 
ІМРІ. 
IC 
&(ec)9 [ріс 'Av[o]zoAion iv(Gucciüvoc) i 
(a) Several variants. 
Stamp: approximately тоё diameter. 
Date: early éth century, See Part ЇЇ, Ch. опо. 7. 
Kalenderhane Camu, Chamber, window sill: 1, Unknown: 2, 
1, (315) x(260) х 46. 2. (205) X (195) X 47. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', C4 (illustration compiled from 
several variants). 


(а) Stamp: 170 (= 7a 4 зс ¢ 70) * go (7 до 30 + ҙа), 
Augustalon. Base of the column of Justinian?: (several), 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


АМТТАОҮ 





%1 
t. П] 
и 


А 
AMTILS 
a 
À 


Note the Latin L (ep. the D in 67, 68). 
ПУм(биєтидмос) a Boi ) 'Avyrtlou 
(a) Stamp: 136 (= 57 + 25 + $4) x72 (= 22 28 9 22). 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi: t-a. 


fee? Rag. 2, 2X? X45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ANAPEA 
See also ANAPEOY, 


SINGLE-LINE 
ANAPE( ) 


$2 
і. ІЫ-АГВА«АМАРЕ 
іу(біктідуос)- дл Bof) + "Амбрі(о) 


(а) Stamp: 196 х ус, 
Date: 43o/ r or 445/6 or 46o/ 1. See Part TT, Ch, 9, sect, 1e. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-12. 
т.ЇАМ 4. з. IAM 6. 3. IAM 8. 4. IAM ау, $ LAM 23. 
5. IAM 37. 7. [AM до. 8$.1AM 96. 9. [AM 106, то. [AM тоҙ. 
IL TAM 111. 12. IAM 119. 
Notes: 1-12, One brick measures 375 x 375 x бо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes (from squeeze). 
[3] Mamboury, “Nouvelle lecture", 123. 
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(b) Stamp: 202 x32. 
Date: 430/1 or 445/6 ог 460/1. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect, те. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi; 1-21. 
1, 1AM 26, з. ЇАМ 27. 3, IAM 28, 4.ЇАМ 29. p. LAM 32, 
6. TAM зз, 7. IAM 38. B. IAM до. 9. TAM 41. 10. LAM 45. 
11. [AM 53. 12 ТАМ 65, imprint of dog's paw. 13. LAM 119. 
14. LAM 124. 15. ЇАМ түз. 16. AM тат. іу. LAM 150. 
18. [AM 154. 19. IAM 179: зо JAM 184. 21. LAM 187. 
Notes: 1-21. One brick measures 330 x 370 x 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. [3] Mamboury, 
“Nouvelle lecture’, 123. 

(c) Stamp: 213 x3o 
Date: 430/1 or 445/6 or 460/1, See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. те, 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 
1, 380 x 370 x 45, LAM 122. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, [2] Mango's notes. [3] Mamboury, 
"Nouvelle lecrure", 125. 


ANAPEA 


53 
t. ТИЄТВАРЄАМАРЕА 
іу(біктіуос) ev” Papel ) "Аубрее 
(а) Stamp: 202-206 x уо, 
Date: 431/2 or 446/7 or 461/2, See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. те, 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-2. 
1, ЇАМ аз. 2. 1AM 139. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x 45-50. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 206 x 31. 
Date: 431/2 ог 446/7 or 461/2. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те, 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-4, 
1, TAM 24. 2. TAM 25. 3. TAM 75. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures 380 x 375 x 45-50. 
[т] Mamhoury's notes. [2] Mango's notes (from squeeze), 


MurriPLE-LINE 


$4 
1. ЗАМ 
APEA 
The tau (in ligature with the mu) is apparently superfluous. 
+ Аубреп, 
(a) Stamp: 76 x 64. 
Unknown: r. 
L.355 x 240 x 46; AM $4. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.3.14,75. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 herween 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1. Onet in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


$5 

т. +АМ+ 
APEA 
+ 'Avépia + 


(а) Stamp: {уо} x 63. 

Great Palace. Excavations in the Peristyle area in 1945-38: 1. 

т. 3560 x ? X со, по, 5). 

[1] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 58, neg. 246. 
(b) Stamp: 75 x63. 

Probably from the area of the excavations in 1046-47 between 

Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 

1, Once in the Hagia Eirene collection: 

[1] Mamboury's notes, 


$6 
t. ЖАМ 
APELA] 
Possibly the sameas $4 or $4. 
+ "Avópé[u] 
(a) Stamp: roo x бу. 
Sea Walls. Berween the "Tower of Belisarius’ and the Harbour 
of Sophia, m situ: 1. Ttt 
1,370 X 370 хо, 
(1) Mamboury and Wiegand, Kairerpalaste, 3 no. 2. 
[2] Schneider, “Ziegelstempel’, 266 no. 42. 


ANAPEA AIAKONOY, ANAPEOY 
AIAKONOY 





ANAPEA 

57 

і «АМАРЕ 
AAIASE 


+ "Амаро бакмаа) п 


It is uncertain whether the final epsilon is an indiction or an 
accessory. 
(a) Stamp: 131 x 45. 
Unknown: т. 
г. MSBK inv. 6203, 360 X 350 X ? 
[1] MSBK neg. боза. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 2346 (cast). 
[3] Mamboury’s notes (from cast). [4] Mango's nores (from 
cast). 


t. ЗАМАРІЄ) 
AATAL. J 


ж”Ауӛр а ба (комою), .] 


(а) Stamp: (105) X 43. 
St Euphemia in Hebdomon (Bakirköy) (location according to 
Sorlin- Dorgny, but no such church is known): 1. 
1. MSBK inv, 6225, (150) x (160) X ? 


CATALOGUE 177 


| [т] Sorlin- Dorigny, "Inseriptions', 88 no. 28. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel’, 266 no. 44. [3] MSBK neg. 62252. [4] DAI 
(Ist) neg. 2336 (cast). [5] Mamboury’s notes (from cast). 
[6] Mango's notes (from cast), 


ANAPEOY 


WITH INDICTION 


E СЫНЕ. аай 


59 
t 4ANAP 
&OV AS 
INASI& 
+ "Амбреою G(ioikóvon)s vil pendvacs ve^ 


| (a) Stamp: Bs x75. 








1. 

| * 1.242935, 

| [1] Mamboury, "Tchifte Sérail', 172 (top). [2] Mamboury's 
notes. 


бо 
) т. ЗАМАРЄ 
| SAIAKS 
INASET 


+ 'Avipéov Buik(üvau)s Іу8(іктійуос)з е1" 
| (а) Stamp: 93-151 хуу-80, 

| Unknown: 1, 

1.365 x 160 хао. 

[1] Mamboury's nates. 


61 

1. +A NAPE] 
SAIA[KS] 
INAS. .] 


+ 'Avé[p£]ov бле(к(буов) Т ivé[(retidivac)s ..] 


(a) Junction of Piyer Lou Caddesi and Alman Jardin Sokagi 1. 
І.їхрх38. 
| [1] Mamboury's nares. 


— ÁÀ — 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


| б> 

| т. Albert read "Абрғоу Алоубляум, The correct reading was 

| presumably "Амбрған Bukóvou. The inscription must have been 
| on two lines, but the exact layout is unclear. 


(а) Burgaz Айла, Transfiguration church, 
| [1] Albert, ' Antigoni", 38. 





Cistern on Dreim А1: Sokagi. Byzantine rubble above cistern: 


ANAPEOY 


See also AN APEA, 





SINGLE-LINE 


63 
т. ]H9839A14A + 
+ "Ачбреом іу біктиймос) 


(а) Stamp: (135) x 11. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. 
Mamboury gives the location as "В". 

[1] Mamboury"s nares (squeeze). 

(b) Stamp: (135) 33. 

Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 
1. LAM 96, 2x ? x35. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


MuLTIPLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION 


64 
г. АМАР 
Є551В 


‘Avépéon s ip 


(a) Date: after 532. See Part IL, Ch. о, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, "Brickstamps', ўз по. те. [2] Mamboury, "Tchifte 
Sérail', 173 (tap). 


6 

1. ЗАМАР 
Basia 
+ "Аубріюм 518" 


(а) Stamp: 91-09% x 63-68. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1. (300) x (225) x 44755; AM 127, 2. ? X2 x 43; AM 218, 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.6.229 (2);55. 2.27, 28 (1). 


"WITHOUT INDICTION 
66 
1. +АМ+ 

АРЕН 


+ 'Амбрію + 


(a) Dare: after 542, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ac. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building x or 2. 
[1] Gray, "Brickstamps', 5$ по. до. [2] Mamboury, 'Tchifte 
ёга", 173 (bottom). 
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67 
1. +АМ+ 
DPES 
Note the Latin D (cp. the Lan ст). 
"Ауідрео» 
(а) Stamp: os x64. 
Land Walls. Orülü Карил. 
1,382 x 2 x 4B. 
[т] Mamboury, "Tchifte Sérail', 172 (bottom). [2] Mamboury's 


notes. 


68 
1. АМ» 
ПРЕ Б] 
Note the Latin D (cp. the L in 41). 
'Avdpé[ov] + 
(a) Sekbanbagi brahim Aga Mescidi 
[r] Schneider, ‘Aquadukt’, col. 76. 


ANAPEOY AIAKONOY 
See ANAPEA AIAKONOY, ANAPEOY AIAKONOY. 


ANAPEOY HIOYMENOY 


69 
1. +ANAPEOY 
нгоүмем 
+ ‘Avépéou hyoupev(ow) 
(а) St Euphemia in Hebdomon (Bakirkáy) (location according to 
Sorlin-Dorigny, but io such church is known). 
[1] Dethier, *Makrikóy", тёз no. E", pl. IDA" no. 2, [2] Sorlin- 
Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 88 по. 24. [3] Leclereq, "Estampilles', 
сої. 546 no. ӘҺ. [4] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel", 266 no. 45. 


75 

т. [-ANA] 
(мез 
HIS. 7 


[+ 'Avép]£ov tyn Leven) + 

(a) 5t Éuphemia in Hebdomon (Bakirköy) (location according to 
Sorlin-Dorigny, but no such church is known). 
[1] Dethier, *Makrikày", 163 no. E", pl. 1À' no. з. [1] Sorlin- 
Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 88 no. 25. [3] Leclereg, ‘Estampilles’, 
col. «46 no. 9c. 


ANAPEOY N(?) 


ТІ 
г. [+]АМАРЄ 
[OYNAI 
Р 6 |, 
[+] "Амёре[оро мё... Ј0 
‘The theta is perhaps an indictian. 
(а) Stamp: (98) х(69). 
Kalenderhane Сати, B3/3: 1. 
1. (24a) x (224) x 41. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Вл. 


ANOX( ) 

72 

т. INIBAANG 
tv(Bucriiwoc) v Воб) "АУФ ) 
(а) Stamp: 148 x21. 


Unknown: 1-3. = 
t TAM (CK) бә. 2. TAM (CK) бог. 3. [AM (СК) (по. 
unknown), fragment. 


Notes: 1 or 2 measures 70 x 572 хо. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


73 
т, ШИЄТВАЛИӨГ 
{ү(буктїйүас) ға” Bad ) "AvBEC)] 
(a) Stamp: (132) € 23. 
Kalenderhane Camu, Vault of Byzantine drain below apse of 
Morth Church: 1. 
т. (182) x (156) x44. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Ay, 


ANOEMIOY 


74 
1, -INAIKe«AN[O]EM2 around central Ж 
+ убік(лімос)в + "Ау ен) around central Ж 


(a) Stamp: 108 diameter. 
Date: after 475. See Part II, Ch. то no. 12. 


Land Walls. Pteron. 

[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmauer, туо no. 27.1. 

[2] Mamboury, 'Chrisme', 45$ no. д. [3] DAL (Ist) negs. 6661 
(cast), KB 5494 (brick). [4] Mamboury’s notes (from cast). 
Fenari Isa Camii: 1. 

L (319) x (255) X 36-55 АМ 144. 

[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari 
isa Camii, fig. 39 no. т. (3) Bardil! пері. 94.7.9, 11. 








CATALOGUE 179 
ANOH .() ANTIOXOY 
7% 79 
І. |АМӘН, і, AMTIOXOY eS, 
] 'Av8n 4) "Амадуйи | 


(a) Stamp: (88) хау. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
Bu, building north-west of church (debris): 1. 
1. ? x? X 20, по. 17. 
[1] GPI, pl. 14 по, 17. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
на box 38, пер, 194. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
2]. 


ANOI( ) 





76 
т. INHBAANGI 
{ү(бїктїбүөс) n" Baí ) “Ave ) ог 
ім(диктийумос) y Во) Avf ) 1 
In the case of the second reading, the final iota would be an 
accessory. 
(а) Land Walls. £n siti in the frst course of bricks of wall berween 
towers 96 and 9ба: (several). 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, 148 no. 1. 
[1] Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 263 no. а. 


ANO[ 





77 
т. |-ААМЕТ 


]+07 ‘Aver 
The first alpha may represent an indiction. 
(a) Land Walls. Edirne Карі. 
[т] Gorewald, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 484 no. т. (2) Schneider, 


"Ziegelstempel', 263 no. 1b. [3] Avi- Yonah, Abbreviations 44 
зу. AANO: 


ANT() 


78 
г. INOBAANT 


ім(блютиймос) 0" Ваг ) Амті ) 


(a) Stamp: r4o Хат. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, [AM (CK), збо x ? жо, 
[т] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes, 





(a) Stamp: 115 x23. 
Sea Walls on Saray Burnu: 1. 
1.355 € 350 X 37. 
[1] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, Пр, то no. 16. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 266 по. 46. 

2, ANTIOXOY 

"Ампбуди 

(а) Stamp: 160 x 4a. 
Great Palace. Area Ac, in the underground passage beneath the 
gréat wall: t... 


1.2? x? x25. 
[т] Mamboury’s nores. 


» VOXOITMA 
"Амтбуєт 
(а) Sea Walls on Saray Burnu. Rubble: т. 
1.980 х 38a хао. 


[1] Unger, 'Seraispitze", fig. ro no. 17. 
(b) Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul? 





[1] Mamboury's nates. 
[A]NTONT[IJOY 
See 341. 
АП() 
8o 
т, ПАЯ 
e АК) 


(a) Stamp: 77 x 27. 
Date: late 4th century? See Part IL, Ch. to no. 4. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (243) x (240) x 36-46, AM 139. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.7.15 


81 
1. +THCN 
САСАП 


+ rije véne (імбіктігуіе ?) “Ал() 





180 CATALOGUE 


(а) Hebdomon (Bakirkóy). 
[т] Dethier, 'Makrikày", 162 no. А7, pl. LA no. т. [1] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 269 no. 97. 

з. [THCN] 

ЕАСАП 

[+ тїс v]éac (імбикютиймос ?) “Ant ) 

Dethier's illustration apparently shows the corner of the stamp in 

an incorrect position. 

(а) Hebdomon (Bakirköy) 
[1] Dethier, "Makriküy", 162 no. А”, pl. ТА" no. ay’. 


АПНРІОҮ 


82 
Т. T 
= 
INAe«PIOV 


ts 
T 
імб(лктифм осів ux ^s Ахпріоз 


(a) Stamp: rya {= јо зо ўа) x 8o [2 25 - 30+ 25). 
Date: боз/ҙ or 517/18 or 5323/3. See Part IL, Ch. o, вест. ad. 
Remains destroyed іп 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi. Piers in 
Носа Kasım Köprü Sokağı т. 


t. 390 x 370 x 50, bright red. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


AP() 

83 

1. ПЯНВААР 
м(бастаймос)т/ Bal) Ар) 


(a) Stamp: 141 x 19. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. 368 x 347 X 0-58, mark made with three fingers applied 
before stamping, AM 343. 
[1] Bardill пер». 95.6.77, 18. 


- 


АРЕС() 

84 

т. INXAPGC 
ім(блютибуюєс) с УС" "Арес ) 
(а) Stamp: 142 X 23. 


Dare: 422/3 or 423/4 or 437/8 or 48/9, See Part И, Ch. 9, sect, 
те. 
Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi: 1. 
1,360 x ? x 30. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 180 хз. 
Date: 422/3 of 4234/4 or 437/8 or 438/9. See art IT, Ch. g sect. 
ТЕ, 
Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi: І. 
1,350 X? масо. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's nores. 


85 
1. INBAPEC 


іуі(біктіӛмовс) В” "Apei ) 
Indiction theta possibly altered fram eta. 


(a) Stamp: 165 «22. 
Date: 4259/6 or 4460/1. See Part II, Ch. g, sect: re. 
Cisterns in Gilhane, near Bab-1 Hümáiyün. Floor above the 
cisterns: 1. 
1, 380 x 356 x 40. et 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(Б) Stamp: 184 x 25. 
Date: 425/6 or 4495/1. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. те, 
Cisterns іп Gülhane, near Báb-: Hümáyün: 1. 
1. 370 X 360 X £5. 
(1) Mamboury's notes. 
(c) Stamp: (209) x 35. 
Great Palace. Area Ac, second foundation below the bath: 1. 
L2?x2Xx40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Stamp: about 2co хт. 
Dare: 424/6 or 4429/1. Sce Part IL Ch. 9, sect. re, 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hiimayiin; т. 
1,400 x 380 хо, 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


АРЦ) 


86 
і. INTIBA A PI 
iv(Boetioc) yc о) "Am ) 
(a) Stamp: 196 » 27. 
Date: 414/15. See Part IL Ch. 9, sect. ra. 
Theodosian Hagia Sophia. Back wall of Schneider's 
propylaeum: re 
І, 390 X 385 x 43. 
[1] Schneider, Sophienkirche’, $4 no. 2. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 264 по, 3. [3] Schneider, Westhof, 6 na. 1. 
[4] Mamboury's notes, 





CATALOGUE TŘI 


APIC[ 





CIRCULAR 

87 

1. ІМГІЛҮРІСІ. Jin a circle beeween the arms of Ж 
iv(Bueruvoc)" [Alpi]. .] Ж 


(а) Date: after 475, See Part 11, Ch. топо, 13. 
Rotunda and adjoining hall north of the Palace of Antiochus, 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 6159. 


APICTAINETOY 


See APICTENETOY, APICTAINETOY 


% 
і 





АРІСТЕМЕТОУ, APICTAINETOY 


SINGLE-LINE 


APICTAIN() 


88 
1, +APICTAIN2INA[ 


+ "Аритолу(бтої)є tal 


(a) Stamp: (142) x 36. 
Date: 507722. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Palyeuktas. Level тоз: 1. Level таб: 2. Level 217: 3. Level 
299: 4. Level yoo": є. Level 724: 6. Level 727: 7. Level 782: 8. 
Leve! 989: ә. Unknown: 18. 
т. No. 302. 2. Na. 157. 3. No, 281. 4. No. 797. 5. Мо. 525. 
6, Чо. біс. 7. No. 718. & No. 291. 9, No. узт, то. No. 1326. 
Notes: 1-10. One brick measures ? x ? « 34. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 207, À4. [2] Sarachane archive neg. 
$442.22. 


APICTE( ) 
59 
і. АРПСТЄЄ 
"Ар стем бтомі)5 
(a) Stamp: (130) x 36. 
Date: 507-722. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 1903: 1. 
t No. 674,2 x ? x 10. 
[1] Hill, "Briekstamps", 215, Азу. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
$a. 263. 


APICTEI.. 


ga 
1. INVeRAdIOTSL.. 
Ivo(ueruvoc)s 6^ Apwe.. 


(a) 5tamp: 266 x 42. 
Date: s 10/1 1, See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktas. Level тут (fallen vault, debris): т. Level тө: 2. 
Level боо: 3. Level 671: 4. Level 628: 4, Level 12307: 6, Level 
1j81: 7. "d 
1. Мо. 68. 2. No. 164. p Мо, 707. 4. No. 331. є. Мо, 368. 
6. No. Воз, у. Ма, 1235. 
Notes: 1-7. Two bricks measure ? x? x 32735 and ? x? x 35. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps", 207, Аз and 210, Азо. [2] Sarachane 
archive negs. 9.1 1.15a (1), 5.42.1602 (4). 


APICTEI[ 


9r 
1, ЈВсАРІСТЄЦ 


ІР є "Agierei[ 


(а) Date: 5068/5 or 518/19. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect, за. 
St Polyeuktos. In mortar make-up of brick floor berween level 
1118* and level 1119*: 1, 
1. No. 1432 (mortar-impression). 
[1] Hill, *Brickstamps", 210, А 33. 


APICTENE( ) 


92 
т. JAZ&CAPICTENE 
імУб(лютиймос)є є" "Apiezevé(zou) 
(а) Stamp: (: Bo) «4o. 
Fenari Isa Carnis: 1. 
t. (265) X (330) x 32-38, АМ 148. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing) [z] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari 
Isa Camii’, hg. 39 по. 3. [3] Вага neg. 94.7.23. 


APICT( ) 


93 
г. cINA2TBAPSA TICTS 
+ivi(uctiavoc)s y Bap( js ‘Aper )s[ 
(а) Stamp: (245) * 38. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 herween 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
т. ува x 386 x $c, once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


АРІСТІ 


94 
1, ПОІЧАЧТИТ 
їм(биютибмс) у" |Қ) Арісті 
(а) Stamp: ? x зо. 
Great Palace. Area Ba: t, 
1.?хРхба, 
[r] Mamboury’s nores. [2] Mamboury, ‘Nouvelle lecture’, 123. 


182 CATALOGUE 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 


9% | 
т. ТРІСІЄЇ 
‘Alpe 
(а) Stamp: (72) (27). 
Saraghane: 1. 
t- No. 741, flake off the top of brick. 
[1] Saraçhane archive neg. 9.7.5. 


MULTIPLE-LINE 


96 
1. +APIC(TE] 
ME€TO[Y] 
TN Ae[. .] 
+ "Apiw[se]veto[v] ivB(vcusvoc)s |. .] 
(a) Date: after $32. See Parc П, Ch, ә, sect. ac. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, “Brickstamps’, 54 по. ту. [1] Schneider, 
"Zwegelstempel', 265 по. 25. 


CIRCULAR 
APICT() 


97 
1. +АРТСТ&+ПМАТКТ5 around central Ж 
+ "Аріст(єувбтом)є + fvéuxt(tiivoc)s Ж 
(a) Stamp: 55-106 diameter. 
Date: after 475. See Part II, Ch. то no. 12. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1. (298) x(104) x 45, AM 24. 2. ? x 2 x 41, AM 193. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.2.9 (1); 94. r 1.282, 29a (2). 


APICTENETOY 


98 
1. + 
IN ALA 
APICTE 
NCTOY 


* 
кіубііктймас) 18^ "Арістембтого + 
(a) Stamp: 94 (horizonral)—g8 (vertical) diameter. 
Fenan [sa Cami: т. 
1. 368 х 365 x 47-50, AM 410. 
[1] Mango’s notes (rubbing), [3] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 
isa Camu’, fig. 39 no. 2, [3] Sodini, "L'Artisanat’, 74, fig. 1 по. 
т. [4] Bardill negs. 95.74. 182, 192. 


АРО() 


99 
1. ІМБІБААРО 
їм(биктиймос) Ва" Pal) "Арх ) 
The name is otherwise unartested. Conceivably, the reading may 
А have been "Ayol ). 
(a) Stamp: 195 x aa. 
Date: 428/9 or 4453/4 or 458/53. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Toklodede Mescidi: т, 
1, [AM 15, 370 х? х єс. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


АРТ() 





тоо 
т. INAIBY VBL 
іу(біктибуас) ба” Pal ) "Apri ) 
(а) Stamp:125 x33. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: t 
1. (230) x (172) х до, two breaks, stamped twice. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', A48. 


APTEM( ) 


тот 
і. MSTPAINT 
імб(летиймос) i “Aptent ) 
The bar below the nu i$ perhaps meant to be a ligature of mi and 
delta rather chan an abbreviation mark (cp. 421.1, 429.1). 
(а) Stamp: тоб x yo 
Unknown: 1. 
n LAM 24, fragment, ? x? x 45. 
[т] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


АРІ 


ІСІ 
т. +АР[. JEL. JON — 
"АРІ. Jet. ру 
(a) Stamp: 157 «52. 
Excavations near Istanbul University 1943-46. 
[r] Frratls, "Trois églises", 172, 177, pl. 7(b) no. у. 











CATALOGUE 


АРІ 
SINGLE-LINE 


103 
1, JINAASAPL 


] (тамос) 675 "Ap[ 


(а) Stamp: (132) x 22. 


Date: 510/11. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 22. 

St Polyeuktos. Level зоот: є. 

1. Mo, 522, ? x? X 30, 

(1) Hill, "Brickstamps', 210, A29. [1] Saraçhane archive neg. 
вола. 


MuLTIPLE-LINE 


O4 4 


т. +АР[ 


мел 
+ "Арг - JAued[-] 
(а) Stamp: (120) x60, 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. 


1. уро X370 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ACB.() 


5 
n INABAACB, 


ім(блютайумос) 8^ Bat) 'AcB. () 

(a) Stamp: 142 x 2o (left)-:6 (right). 
Kalenderhane Camii, North aisle, middle of filling wall: 1. 
т, збо x (18a) x45. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', А4. 


ACK() 


тоб 
і. ГІАСК 


т Аєк() 


(a) Stamp: 9-91 « 29-33. 
Date: late ath century? See Part П, Ch. го no. 4. 
Unknown: 1-7. 
1. (170) x (158) x 40752, AM 81 (old no. 32). 2. 298 X 298 X 44, 
stamped twice (first stamp shallow), AM tog (old no. 125). 
3. (182) x (184) x 46, AM тат. 4. (188) x (130) x 42, АМ 123. 


g. (212) x (160) x 35-40, AM 198. б, 303 ¥ 297 8531-47, AM 261. 


7. (245) x (120) х 37-10, AM 570. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.8.26 (2); 94.12.342 ({); 94.13.18, 19 (б); 
улут (3) 32, 33 (45 95.5016, 11 (1); 99-732 (7). 


ACKAETIIOY 


See ACKAHITIOY, АСКЛЕПТОУ. 


ACKAHTIIOY, ACKAETIIIOY 


SINGLE-LINE 


ACK() 


107 
1, JACK 


ТАк) 


(а) Stamp: (83) x 35. 
Myrelaion, debris, 
[1] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 


ACKAH() 


108 
1. INEIALK AH 
їм(биктибмос) et "Аскал(тлаВ) 
(а) Stamp: 145 x35. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. Sec Part Il, Ch. 9, sect, 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1-3. 
1.340 K 40 X65. 2, 340 X350 X $0. у. 380 x уво х сг. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


з. INEIALKAH 

ім(бистиіймос) ev" ЗА скаут) 

(а) Stamp: 140 x36. 
Date: 416/17 or 4341/2. See Part II, Ch. ә, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.2? x? x45. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 1522. [2] Mamboury's notes. 
[3] Mango's notes, 


109 
т. |НАЖОА 
‘AcwAnl 
(a) Stump: (81) x 39. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-55: 1. 
t. Labelled no. 25. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive photo. 





184 CATALOGUE 


ACKA(H)TIIOY 


TIO 
т. ТАГКАТПОГ 


ЕЛДЕГІ 

(а) Stamp: (70) 25. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6599 (cast). [2] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


ACK[ 


III 
т. АСЕ 
"скі 
(а) Date: 413-15. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. та. 
Theodosian Нара Sophia. Back wall of Schnerder’s 
propylaeum. 
[1] Schneider, Westhof, 6 no. 5. 


MuLTIPLE-LINE 


112 
1, AADA 
STH 


`"Аскдлүлїїй 
(a) Stamp: 87 x40. 
Fenari 1sa Camii: т. 
1. Circular brick, yoo diameter, 45 thick, AM түл. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 
Isa Camii’, fig. go no. 27. [3] Bardill negs. 34.7.3 5. 16, 37. 


CIRCULAR 


113 
1. о 
АСЕЛЕПІ 
Y 


"Кскд жиі 


(a) Sea Walls. 
[1] Sorlin-Dongny, ‘Inscriptions’, 94 по, 56. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstenipel", 266 no. 49. 

(b) Stamp: Approx. тоо diameter, 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 193 5-38. Site 
Br: t. 
т. ? X? X 4o, NO. 49. 
[1] GPI, pl. 14 по, 49. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 218. [3] Talbot Rice archive пер, as 
[2]. 


АТ( ) 


114 
1, INBIBAPAT 


іу(біктизмос) Di Papl) Алі ) 
(а) Stamp: 185 x 24. 

Singer House (sewing machines), Beyazit: г. 
* . 1.3892 x3Bo0 x45. 

[1] Mamboury's notes, 


ATA() 


11$ 
t. ІГАТА 
vr Atal) 
(а) Stamp: 90 x 37-45. 
Dare: late 4th century? See Part IT, Ch. то по, 4. 
Unknown: 1-3. 
i 00 X 188 x 40, AM 47. 2.299 4294 4 32743, AM 269. 
з. (177) x (209) x 40745, АМ 306. uad 
[1] Bardill пере. 94.2.2 y (1); 94.4.18 (3); g4-13.9 (2); 95 3a (3). 


АТТАЛОҮ 


MurTIPLE-LINE 


116 

1. ATTA 
ACO + 
"Arion + 


(а) Stamp: 115 x 5o. 
Walls of Nessebar. Pavement по, 4 of tower no, 2: т. Walls, near 
the western front of the court to the north of rower no, 4 
(horse-shoe shaped tower): (one). 
г. 430x уох}. 
[1] Ognenova-Marinova, 'Briques', 114 по. ac, rr6, fig. rio. 


CIRCULAR 
117 
Т. 
АТХТА 
[ГАЈАОГҮ] 
[INTPIÉ 
ШС 


Ө(со)ё боре Атай ЫМ (м (битиймос У 

(а) Stamp: 111 diameter, 
Date: тоҙ/ or gr&/19 ог 533/4. See Part П, СВ. 9, sect, 2d. 
Remains destroyed іп 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokat: 1. 
1.2? 4? x $0, 
[1] Mamboeury's notes, 





CATALOGUE 185 


AY() 


SINGLE-LINE 


118 
1. [IIRE€IBAA Y 
(Әм(биссймос) ei Ва() АХ) 
(a) Stamp: (150) x ус. 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Раш?) т. 
1. (260) х(192) x 40745. 
[1] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, fig. то по, 12. [1] Schneider, 
"aegelstempel', 264 no. 4. 


АҮ() 
CIRCULAR 


119 
I. «[. ..] 
IEL] 
AY 
Ew ЛАЦ) 
(a) Stamp: diameter about t 1o. 
Date: jo6/7, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 22. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 131 (fallen vault, debris): т. Level 142 
(fallen vault, debris): 2. 
t. No. 57. 2. No. 33. 
Notest 1-2. Опе brick measures ? x? x 30735. 
[1] Hill, "Bricksramps", 214, Ст. [>] Saraçhane archive neg. 
39.7 (2). 


AYPHAIOY 





120 


1. «ҮТОПАІНЧА + 
+ Aupy[Aio}u + 


(а) Stamp: (164) кат. 
Kalenderhane Cami. Unknown: т. 
1, (106) X (130) x 34 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', A57. 


AYZANTIOY, AYZENTIOY 


SINGLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION t. 
AY(X)A() 


ІЛІ 
т. “ІМІННААҮА 
+ Їм(биєтибмос) В" ра ) AS(Eja(vrlou) 
(а) Stamp: 227 x55. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. 380 x370 x40, [AM 7. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). 
(Б) Unknown: 1. 
1. TAM ro. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 
(c) Stamp: 228-259 Х 35-37. 
Dare: $03/4 or 518/19 or 5353/4. See Parr IT, Ch. 9, sect, 2d. 
Remains on Ismetiye Caddesi. South group, arch in wall: 1-2. 
T. 380 x 38a хдо. 2, 370 X 35 5 хау, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


AY(Z)A() or AYEA() 


122 
т. ХІМІВВААУГ 


+ Їм(бієниймос) xf" Во) АҢ (Боутіре 
+ їм(бистбумос) VB" Bed ) АҢ Еоутіоо)) 
(а) Stamp: 190 x 13. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.2 x? x 35-45, LAM 5. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, 
(b) Stamp: ? x 3o. 128 to right hand end af first alpha. 
Date: 523/4 or 518/19 or { 11/4. See Part IT, Ch. о, sect. ad. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir ЅоКар: 1. 
t. 5390 X 180 X 4c. 
[1] Mamboury"s nores. 


AYZ() 

123 

n 4INA. [...]VE 
«fv (ieóvoc) (Роб) АЁ) 
The indiction might have been 8 (E possibly altered from Н) or 
perhaps y' or qi. 


(а) Stamp: 195 N 3c. 
Dare: 502-33 or 17-25 or 5532-35. Scc Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi: т: 
L 37$ х 60 хо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


AYZA() 
Sec also AY(E)A( ог AYEA( ). 





186 

1 

1, ЧМЫНБАЛҮЖА 
+ Ту бихтиймос) 8" flat ) Алооо) 
Indiction possibly altered from eta. 


(a) Stamp: 196 x 32. 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Piyer Lati 


Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokagi and Klod Farer Caddesi: 


(numerous) 1-2. 
I. зво X 380 Xx 44. 2. 170 Х 360 X 45. 
Го) Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: (152) х 35. 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Piyer Lati 


Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokağı, and Klod Farer Caddesi. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 


124 
L «INMIBAA YSA 


жімбіктійуесін о) AóBe(vrtov) 
(а) Stamp: 235 x 30. 


Date: sor/2 or 516/17 ог 11/1. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 20, 


Remains on Ismetiye Caddesi, South group. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
2. +[МЇВААҮЖА 

+ Їм(биютиймос) 1 Ba( ) AbEa(veion) 

(a) Possibly same as b. 
Stamp: 235 « 3o. 
Hebdomon (Bakirkóy). Hypogeum: 1, 
г. 370 X 370 X 6a. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Possibly sameas a. 
Stamp: 235 Хб. 
Date: овог ni/7 ar 31/2, See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. ad, 
Remains on IsmenyeCaddesi. South group: г. 
і. уро x 370 X бо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


з. +INIBAA YEA 
+ iv(ductuivoc) v fal) АбЕсіуто) 
(а) Stamp: 230 x 35. 


Date: 501/2 or 516/17 or 5312/2. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 


Remains on ізтегуе Caddesi. North group: т. 
L 370 x 160 X40, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


4. *INIBAA ҮЗА 
T iv(Sucribvoc) v Bat ) A&oEo(velon) 


(a) Stamp: 220 x 32. 


Date: $o1/2 nr 916/17 or 4531/2. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 


Remains оп Ismetrye Caddesi. North group: 1. 
1, 360 x 360 x 46, 
[1] Mamboury"'s nates; 


CATALOGUE 


є. eINIBAAY[ZA] 
+ Їм(биютиймос) v Bo ) Адом] 


(a) Stamp: (170) x 3e. 
Unknown: т. 
т. Fragment, 370 x ? x 45, [AM 15. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


126 
1, FINIABAAXAA 
+ ім(иктибуос) wx Bol) АббаГмтіом) 


(a) Stamp: 192 x35. 


Date: so2/3 or 517/18 or 532/3, See Part I, Ch. 9, есі id- 


Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi т. 
РУРИАЄ, 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


2, +INTABAAYS A 


я Їм(биктиймос) ta^ Bal) Adéofytiow) 
(а) Stamp: 197 x32. 


Date: 5202/3 or 517/18 ог 532/3. See Part II, Ch. 9, есі. ad. 


Remains on lsmetiye Caddesi, North group: а." 
1, 390 X 369 X 4j. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


з. “ІМЛАВААУЗА 
+ VY(tkrudvoc) ux" Ba( ) Au£n( vri) 


(a) Possibly same as b. 
Stamp 195 Х 32. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. Fragment, 185 x 37a x 45, LAM та. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Possibly same asa. 
Stamp: 197 x 53. 


Date: 502/3 or $12/1E or $32/3, See Parc IT, Ch, 9, sect. ad. 


Rernains on Ismetiye Caddesi, North group: 1. 
1.380 x joo хаў, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


4. “ППАВАЛҮЗА 
+ty(aucriavoc) vx" Bo ) Азба(утіюту) 
(а) Stamp: 188 x 1o. 


Date: 02/3 or 517/18 or 532/3, See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. zd. 


Remains on Ismetiye Caddesi, North groupt 1. 
1,370 X365 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


5. (IMIABAA YEA 
+ Їм(інжтибмогс) мо" Bal) Азат) 
(a) Stamp: 223 x 4o. 


Date: со2/ or 517/18 ог вузу. See Part LI, Ch. тт, sect. 5. 


Cistern on Divām Ali Sokağı, Walls above the cistern; 1. 
1.382 X 362 x 45. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 





CATALOGUE 187 


6. JIMIABAAYEA 
| iv&veniüwoc) их” fot) AGSa(vtlov) 
(а) Stamp: 205 x 40. 
Date: 5023/3 or 517/18 ог $32/3. See Part IL, Ch. іт, secr. $. 
Cistern on Divim Ali Sokagi. Walls above the cistern: 1. 
T. 370 X 460 4 44. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


7. t+INIABAAXZA 
+ їм(бістибмос) ма" Йо() AbeEalytion) 
(a) Stamp 220 X 35, 
Date: 402/3 or 517/18 or 5 32/3. See Part IT, Ch, 9, sect, 2d. 


Remains on Ísmetiye Caddesi. North group. 
[r| Mamboury"s notes. 


8. +IMIABAAXZA 
+ Їм(бижтібмос) ма Во ) АФбвімтіою) 


(a) Stamp: 219 x 34. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.375 X 375 45-48, once in Robert College, AM 253. 
[1] Bardill пере. 94.13.28-5. [2] Mango's notes (rubbing). 
(b) Stamp: 220 x 55. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. [AM 3, 4. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
(c) Stamp: 220 x 35. 
Hebdomon (Bakırköy). Hypogeum: 1. 
1.398 X360 х 25. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Stamp: approx. 220 x35. 
Hebdomon (Baxikóy). Hypogeum: 1. 
1.399 x 360 X45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(е) Stamp: 220 X 35. 
Dare: 5602/3 or 517/18 or 532/3, See Part П, Ch. g, seer. adi 
Remains on Ismeriye Caddesi, South group: 1. 
т. удо X 366 х4. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(£f) Stamp: 325 x 35. 
Unknown: 1. 
г. 390 x 370 X $6, mortar adhering [AM 2. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


9. ]IMIABAAXZA 
Пм(биєтиомос) ші” Ва() AdGe( velo) 
(a) Stamp: (тот) х (зт). 
Kalenderhane Cami. Unknown: 1. 
і, (200) x (169) x 44. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps", Айд. 


127 
і. +IMIBBAAYSA 

+ iy(Gttivac) B^ ра) AdiEe(velow) 

A d. 

(a) Stamp: 240 х 3o. ws 
Date: 53/4 or 518/19 ar 533/4. See Part IT, Ch. g, sect. 2d. 
Remains on İsmetiye Caddesi. North group: 1. 
1.376 X 362 хо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


a, “ІМІВВААУЖА 
+ iv(Suetudivec) ifl Bat) Ab So(vriov) 


(а) SS Sergius and Bacchus. 
[т] Meliopoulos, ‘Topothesia’, 231 section T" no. 1. 


AYZA[ 


128 


n BIAAVSA[ 


Blot) Ао) 


(а) Stamp: (127) X 33. 
Hagia Sophia, North-west pendentive stair opening, loose 
fragment; t. 
і,Рх?хуб. 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
129 
т. }OBAAYEA[ 
[iv(Suetidivoc)] 8" Bal) Ава) 
(а) Stamp: (138) x 34- 
Fethiye Camii. 
[т] Mango's notes. [2] Dumbarton Oaks Photographic 
Collection neg. Ló2.41 (C. Mango). 


AYZEN(TIOY) 


138 
т. INZAYSEN 
іу(біктыйуос) G^ Av£svitiou) 
(a) Stamp: 193 x 27. 
Dare: 423/4 or 438/9. See Part П, Ch, 9, sect, re. 
Cistern on Suraselviler Caddesi. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
AYSAN() 


131 
L AYSAM 
AbEeew(tiow) 
(a) Stamp: 142 x39. 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Piyer Loti 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu болар, and Klod Farer Caddesi: т. 
I. 400 * уво X о. 
[1t] Mamboury's notes. 








188 CATALOGUE 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 


AYZA() 
132 
т. JAAYEA 
Ша AbEa(vtiow) 


(а) Stamp: ? х (35), 
Sea Walls. Магі Карі, south tower. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


133 
L JAYEA 
J А®% о{утїот) 
(a) Palace at Kügülcyali. 
[1] Mamboury"'s notes. 


134 
i. A]JYEA 


A Jo5advriov) 

(a) Stamp: ? x 15. 
Palace at Küçükyalı: т. 
1.7? x? x go. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


АУБАГ 


13$ 
1. JAXZA[ 


J A£o[ 
(a) Stamp: (гос) «15. 


Date: sor—jo4 or 516-19 or $31—34. See Part IT, Ch, 9, sect. ad. 


Remains on [smetiye Caddesi. North group: т. 
1, 2x ?x45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


136 
1. ЈВААҮҒА[ 
] Bei ) Adel 
(a) Stamp: ? x 35. 
Palace at Kügükyali: т, 
1. ? x? x40, 
[1] Mamboury, "Мага", 328. [2] Mamboury's notes. 
[3] Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 419 по. зош. [4] SEG 37 (1987) no. 
1056, 


MULTIPLE-LINE 


137 
т. TN AL 
AYZ[ 


ivé[(weridvac) -] AvB[-] 


(a) Stamp: (ғо) х(бо). 
Date: 5607-22, See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 938*: т, 
1, No. 1095, Fx? X yy. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 210, Вг. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.11.29. 


E 


CIRCULAR 


138 

г. IANI 
ЧАВА 
YEYA 


імбілютиймос) мб Вор JADE уа 
The final upsilon may be ап accessory. 


(a) Stamp: до diameter. 
Tombs in the Mangana region: 1. 
T. In situ, уба x 362 x 42. 
[т] Demangel and Mamboury, Mamganes, 37, fg. 44 пот. 


рн. 


CRUCIFORM 


AYE() 
Layout: BAA in crossbar 


їм(Биєтиймос) 6° (jal) Аб (өутіпт) 


(a) Stamp: 17a (= 7o+.40 + бо) x70. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagr: 1. 
1.2 X 2? X45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


140 


i 


ім(биєтибмос) Ци ро ) Абб/амтіом) 
(а) Stamp: 165 «(= 60445 +60) «70 (9 26 4 30 - 20), 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 


1.2 RP R45. 
(1) Mamboury's nates. 


її 


CATALOGUE 189 

141 144 
n [ 1. 1 

[Y] N 

BAA А t. 

[.] АНА > 

[:] У 

[.] Е 

[...] Bar( ) АПА аутіов)) % 
(біктидуос) к” Ва ) Аббцімтіою) 


(а) Stamp: 174 x65. 
Great Palace. Area АҺ, 
[1] Mamboury"s nores. 


142 
ro 
Y 
BAA 
I[.] 
и 
1 
м(біктійуаеуіГ. T Ba ) АФ ауто) 
(а) Rotunda and adjoining hall north of the Palace of Antiochus. 
[=] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 6157. 


Layout: АВА in crossbar 
143 
t. g 
[Y] 
А 
АВА 
[.] 
Г.1 
[.] 
[tv(Sucnisvoc) Ja" Ba( ) АЮ) 
(a) Saraghane: 1. 
т. Found before the excavation of St Palyeukros began. About 
збо x 360 * 45. 
[1] Dirimtekin, “Saraçhane”, fig. та (left). 


АҮЖА() 
Layout: ABA іп crossbar 


144 
1. 


АВА 


MH ш x с 


[А] 
iw(Bnenvoc) а" Ba ) А а(утїсъ]] 
(а) Stamp: (127) x 61. 

Sarachane: т, 


1. (240) x (245) 5 38, AM 345. 
[1] Вага neg. 95.6.29. 


(a) Stamp: 165 {= бо - 44 + бо) xóa 
Great Palace. Area Ab, near the collapsed vault: т, 
I. 390 376 X о. 
[1] Mamboury’s nates. 


ім(биктибмос) а") АЛЕ шутізз) 
(а) Stamp: 167 (= 65 + 47+ 65) x8n (725 + 30 аг). 


Unknown: 1. 
1. удо X уус х40, ЇАМ. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 
147 
[m 1 
М 
А 
АГА 
V 
kN 
A 


iv(&uzidwoc) 6 [Plat ) AvEa(vtiow) 
(a) Sekbanbag: Ibrahim Аба Mescidi. 
[1] Schneider, 'Aquadukt', col. 76. 
148 
1. 


peed bi o Zn 
I 


iv(Bucrunvoc) v Ba ) Асус) 
That the reading i$ пог iv(Biccubwoc) ма |Қ) AdEn(vriow) is 
confirmed by 149. 
(а) Stamp: 160 (= 55 + 45 + бо) x60 (= 20+ 20-4 10). 
Date: go1/2 or 516/17 or 531/2, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect, ad. 
Remains on Ismetrye Caddesi South group: 1. 
1, 330 Xx 370 x 4$. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 





190 


2. 


CATALOGUE 
(b) Stamp: 160 (= 55 + 45 + бо) x6g (= 2025 4 20), iy 1 
Hebdomon (Bakırköy). Hypogeum. N 
[1] Mamboury's notes. І 
l ABA 
Y 
М z 
4 А 
АВА 
Y Ам(біктибмосу 1° Bat ) AdE erion) 
[E] That the reading is not lv(Gueriwoc) va" ВІ) АЛСо(мтіом) is 
[A] confirmed by 149. 


їм(біютиймос) t Во у Аз|Ба (уто) 


That the reading 15 not iv(Guruovoc) ия” B( ) AdEa(veion) is 
confirmed by 149. 


(a) Stamp: ? x68. тоо fram top of upright to bottom of horizontal 


Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokağı. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


>ичЕ-ж- 


імібіктійуес) Ba ) AtEm vrlo) 
That the reading is погім(біктіймос) wx" B( ) AdEa(ytiow) is 
confirmed by 149. 
(a) Stamp: 160 x 7o. 
Date: sor/2 or $16/17 or 531/2. See Part II, Ch. 11, sect. 5, 
Cistern on Divim Ali Sokagi. Exterior window of the water 
inlet: (several) 1. 
1.390 X 18a0 x 40. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 164 хто, 
Date: $o1/2 or 516/7 ог 531/2. See Part IL, Ch. тт, sect. є, 
Cistern on Divan Ali Sokagi. Exterior window of the water 
inler: 1. 
г. 393 X уво x 46. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


ly(Gigtudivoc) Bol) AóEan(vitov) 
That the reading is not iv(bieriówoc) wc |Қ) Ауто) is 
confirmed by 149. 
(a) Stamp: approx. 160 x 7o. 
Cistern on Divan Ali Sokağı. Water inlet: (several). 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


(a) Stamp: approx. 165 x 7o. 
Cistern on Divin Ali Sokağı. Water inler: (several). 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ення - 


їм(бистиубмос) 1^ Bod ) АЛЕдімтів) 

p ады 
That the reading is пот iv(6uerim@voc) we B( ) AbEa(yeiou)is 
confirmed by 149. 


(a) Mamboury points out that the right-hand alpha of the cross- 
bar is in more of a hollow than the rest a£ the inscription. 
Stamp: 170 (= 65 +40+ 65) x Ba (7 25 + 304 25). 

Date: jor/2 or 516/17 or $31/2. See Part IT, Ch, 9, ест. 2d. 
Remains on Ismetiye Caddesi, North group. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


149 
ї T 
N 
LA 
АҢА 
¥ 
2 
А 


iv(Btezidwoc) ux" Вас) Аф аутіст) 


(а) Stamp: 170 (= 64 ал + 64) x (go) (=? + 504 20), 
Unknown: 1. 
t. Fragment, ? x? x 50, LAM 19. 
(1! Mamboury’s notes (squeeze), 

(b) Stamp: 166 (=62+ 42 + 62) X72(2 20 4 32 20). 
Date: 502/3 or 517/18 ог 5132/3. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ad; 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi: 1. 
1.375 X375 хо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(с) Stamp: Mamboury estimated 165 x 72. 
Date: тоз/) or 517/18 or 532/3. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Зокафі. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


CATALOGUE 191 
М Layout: ВАРА in cross-bar 
i: [.] 5 | 
i. 
ae ty | 
Я >. 
x АЗАЯ 
: Y 
[.]. Be ) Ao&a(vriov) " 
(a) Unknown, А 


[1] Serlia-Dorigay, 'Inseripuions', 87 no. 16, pl. r4 no. 2, 


Layout: AA? in crass-bar 


141 
1. 


ЕА ar 


ім(биктиймос) we Pot) Atgal) 
Although we would expect the doubrful letter то be а bera, the 
illustration does nor seem to support the reading. 
(a) Stamp: r63 x70. 
Date: 502/3 or 517/18 or $32/3. See Parc П, Chi 11, sect. 5. 
Cistern on Divam Ali Sokağı, Exterior window of the water 
inlet: 1. 
1.3350 4370 € 48. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 162 x 73. 
Date: 502/35 or $ 17/18 or 532/31. Sec Part IT, Ch. тт, sect. 5. 
Cistern on Divary Ali Sokağı. Exterior window of rhe water 
inlet; 1. 
1. 370 X 360 X ja. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


Layout: BAB in cross-har 
1$2 
1. 


m 
Bue 
by 


The secorid beta in the crossbar has perhaps been misread. If it was 
a rho, the crossbar would have read Bop( ), The large alpha at the 
inrersecrion may have been intended to operate far both Bapt ) and 
the tmtial of Ала, Hence: 


iv(Buccubvoc) [3° ар() Abga(yrtow) 


(а) Date: after 532. See Part П, Ch. a, sect. ac, 
Baths of Zeuxippos, In or near Building 1 or 2. 
[т] Gray, “Brickstamps’, 5 6 no. 41. 


Ім(биєтбумос) Пар) Aü&o(vclan) 
(n) Stamp: 162 (57 + 39+ 64) x 8o (? + 38 = 2), 
Mangana district: 1. 
1, 375 х(290) X44. 
[1] Wulzinger, Baudenkmäler, 38, 41, pl. za (rop). 
[2] Mamboury, "Nouvelle lecture’, 123, 124. [3] Wulzinger's 
nates. 
(b) Stamp: (156) x £o. 
Beyazit, excavations near the university building; т. 
1. 380 x (162) X 45752, АМ тє}. 
(1) Maletskos, "Plinrhos', 271, pl. 54.2. [2] Ваг negs. 94.7.33, 


34. 
(с) Stamp: (140) x (58) 
Unknown: т, 
1. (255) X (295) х 33-40, AM 348 (old no, 25). 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.6.27. 


AYZENTIOY 
See AYZZANTIOY, AYZENTIOY, 


AY[ 

154 

т. INITAV[ 
ім(биктиймос) ү” Au[ 


(а) Stamp: 122 x 30. 
Rhegium (Küçük Çekmece), Large surrounding wall of the 
Acropolis, centre, beside the sea: 1. 


I. 370 X 370 хо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
155 
1, ТИТЄАУЇ 


імібіктібуос) we АЛ 

(a) Stamp: (таб) x 3o. 
Kalenderhane Cami. Unknown: т. 
t: (233) x (185) х үҙ, 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps", As. 





192 

АФ() 

146 

t. ITA® 
ry Ae) 


(a) Stamp: (92) x 32. 
Date: late 4th сепгигу? See Part IT, Ch. 10 no. 4. 
Unknown: t. 
1. (205) x (185) x 134-49, AM 371. 
[1] Bardill пер. 95.3.3, 4. 


А.Е() 

197 

1, D. AH?IAMI 
iv&i(ueridwoc)s тү” “A, ef ) 


(а) Stamp: 160 x 33. 
Unknown: 1, 
1. JAM (CK) по. бо, fragment. 


[1] Mango's notes. 


Al 


SINGLE-LINE 





WITH INDICTION 


168 
1. INBA .[ 
їм(биктиймос) B^ 'À . [ 
(а) Stamp: ? x zc. 
Land Walls, Between Orülü Карі and Topkapr: 1. 


I. 2 x? «45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


159 
1. ЇМВА[ 


ім(биктиймос) P АГ 


(а) Stamp: ? x зо. 
Date: 433/4 or 448/9 or 463/4. See Part IL, Ch. у, sect. те: 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: т. 
г.ТАМ 17,2 х? 345. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
160 + 
і. “ШЛАВААТ 
= Їм(біютийумос) w" Ba( ) АГ 
(а) Stamp: (127) x 34. 
Unknown: Т. 


t. Fragment, ? x ? x45, JAM y. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


CATALOGUE 


161 
i. INAAA[ 
іуӛ(іктіймос) B* "Al 
vB uerubvoc) &i' [ 
The alpha is shown fairly clearly in one of Mamboury's 
illustrations. 
(a) Stamp: ? x 28. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Hexagon: 1, 
1. 380 x 366 х 47. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 


162 
т. JBAPSA[ 
]Bep()s АГ 
(a) Stamp: (бә) хао. 
Date: 507-22. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 22. 
St Polyeukros. Level 1266": 1, 
1. No. 1430, 7 x? хуу. 
[x] Hill, "Brickstamps', 210, A31. [2] Saraçhane azcbive neg. 


10.3.3024. 


MuULTIPLE-LINE 


WITH INDICTION 


+AQ.. ci: Уїмбілютимос) ir" 


(a) Stamp: 128 x62. 
Unknown: t. 
1. TAM (CK). 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [1] Mango's notes. 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 


164 
t- +A.[ 
Ф.[ 


пу РА 
(а) Stamp: ? x 8o. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. 
1.%х? хат. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


- 


16$ 
г. +А[.::] 
АБАСА 


Probably poorly recorded, Reading uncertain. 
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(а) Hebdomon (Bakirkoy). 
[1] Dethier, Мактау", 167 no. IH’, pl. IA" no. 17. [2] Sorlin- 
Dongny, "Inscriptions", ка по, 58. [3] Schneider, 
Zaegelstempel', 266 no, 48. 


BA() 


In at least one case, the abbreviation ВАСІ ) refers то the same 
individual: see 168.1a and 186.ra. 


166 
t, INIT BA 


iv(Gten@voc) у Bat ) 
iv(duerifivec) у" Bal} 


It is uncertain whether the BA represents the name abbreviation or 
is the equivalent of Pepe}, in which case the stamp carries no name 
abbreviation (ср. 142c.1a), 


(а) Stamp: £5 x26. 
Hagia Sophia. Threshald of the west entrance to the north-east 
buttress: 1. 
т. 365 хубо x2, marked with three fingers in the form of a theta. 
(1) Antoniades, Hagia Sophia 1,84, hg, та. [2] Swift, Hagia 
Sophia, 50 no. 4. 


167 
т. АНАЯАТИІ 
ім(біктізуос) wx Ba ) Ba) 
(a) Stamp: 165 хаб, 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1, 
1.?х? жс. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


168 
г. INBAIABA 
М(блктбуос) Bad ) va Ва) 
(a) Date: c4 $0775? See Part Ц, Ch. то по, 6. 
Stamp: 160 x 25-17. 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul?) 1. 
1. ува x 375 x 55. The brick also carries stamp 186.12. 
[1] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, fig. топо. Rb. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 265 no. 26. 


169 
г. INIBBABA 
{v(GuctiVvoc) XB" Ве) Ва() 
(а) Stamp: 170 x20-25. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1 


1. удо х 1380 x бо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


ВАСІ ), BACI( ) 


In at least one case, the abbreviation BA( ) refers to the same 
individual: see 168.12 and 186.12. 


[ 
ip 


SINGLE-LINE 
ВАСІ) 


Layout: abbreviation Bal ) omitted* 


170 
1. INHBAC 
їм(бюстибмос) q* Beel} 
(а) Stamp: rgo x 32. 
Land Walls. Wall berween towers 95 and 96a: т. 


1.7 x2 хг, 
[1] Mamboury’s nores. 


I7I 
1. JANGNI 
ім(біктиймос) 0" Вас ) 
(a) Stamp: 157 x 28. 
Palace of Antiochus: т. 
г. удо X 390 ¥ бо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


172 
1, ПЧІВВАС 
їІм(биктиймос) 18° Вас ) 
(а) Stamp: 156 x 55. 
Great Palace, great foundation wall to the cast of the 
Augustaion near area Ac: т. 
1.? x? куо, 


[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


Layout: abbreviation fia ) included 


173 
1. INABABAC 


ім(бікибмос) 8" Році ) Васі ) 


(а) Stamp; 167 x27. 
Date: 4 50/1, See Part IL Ch. 9, sect. rc. 
St John of Stoudios. Nave floor, repair to north strip: 1. Nave 
floor, repair immediately next to westend of southern 
stylobate of bema: 2. 
1,325 X323 x? 2, Stamped twice, 340 мох? 
[1] Peschlow, Studtoskirche, (in preparation). [2] Bardill ney. 
46.2.232 (1). 
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174 
1. INGEABAC 
їм(блютиймогс) с“ Pal) Вос ) 
(a) Stamp: 184 x 32. 
Dare: д 1/2. See Parr II, Ch. 9, sect, їс. 
8t Jahn of Stoudios: т. 
1.7 x? x49. 
[1] Peschlow, Stutosktrcbe, (in preparation). 


175 
1. INHEABAC 
ім(біктийуос) ту" Во ) Васі ) 
(а) Stamp: 174 28. 
Unknown: 1, 
т. ÍAM (СК) no. 45, fragment, 375 4 ? 45. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango's nates. 
(b) Stamp: (155) x (25). 
Unknown: 1. 
1. Once in Robert College, fragment, ? x? x 40. 
[т] Mango's notes (rubbing). | 
(c) Citem of Mocus. J» situ in north wall. 
[1] Forchheimer and Strzygowski, Wasserbebalter, 45, 160. 
[2] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 264 no. 5. 


Layout: + Bof ) included 
176 
1. INO«BABVC 
ім(биютиймос) 8" + Bal ) Batel) 
(a) Stamp: 180 x 17. 
Date: 425/68 or 4402/1. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect, те, 
Cisterns іп Gülhane, near Báb-1 Hümáyün: 1-5. 
І. 385 4370 * 50.2. 390 X 365 X 50. 3. Box 370 хо 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 181-185 x 20. 
Great Palace. Area Ac, second foundation below the bath: 1-2. 
1, 380 x 360 x 40, 2. 390 x 3Bo X fo, 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


BACI() 


177 
i INAEABACI 


ім/біктійуде) 6^ Bod Beal) 
(a) Stamp: 172 x 28. 
Dare: 450/1, See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. тс. 
St John of Steudios, Nave floor, north strip, repair: 1. 
1.350 X (287) x? 
[1] Peschlow, Srsdioskirche, (in preparation). [2] Bardill neg. 
06,2.272. 


175 
г. INORARBACI 
їмібуєтиймос) В Доц ) Вос) 


(а) Stamp: 194 4 24-36. 
Dare: 425/6 ог 4458/1, See Part ЇЇ, Chi. 9, sect. іс; 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hiümáyün: 1-2. 
1.400 X 385 X45. 2. 390 X 375 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Stamp; тэо 25. 
Date: 425/6 or 440/1. See Part П, Ch. 9, вест. те. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hümá&y(ün: т, 
1.375 ураху. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


179 
т. INIBABACI 
іу(біктизусе) 1” Bad ) Bac ) 
(a) Stamp: 190 хаб, 
Date: 4265/7 ог 441/2. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hiimayiin. Large vaults, and 
portico between them and Нара Eirene: т, 
L380X?X30-34. 
[1] Mamboury's nates, 


BA[ wr 


185 
т. INIBBABAT 
ім(биєтибмос) 1B" Bol ) Воо )] or 
iviGuctudivoc) 18° Boc ) Bafe у] 
(a) Stamp: (160) x 25. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
і, 390 X здо X Go, 
[т] Mamboury's nores. 


BACI 


181 
т. INBIBAC[ 


імібіктійзуос) Ва Bach ) 
іміктізмес) ри" Во ) C[ 
It is not clear from Mamboury's notes whether the stamp was 
complete. 
(a) Stamp: r48 x27. 
Date: 428/9 or 443/4 or 4578/9. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect, те. 
Mühürdar Emin Pasa Sokağı. 


[1] Mamboury's nores. 


182 
г. IMIBBAC .[ 


ім(биктибуюєс) i feel). [ 

iv(Ouerubwvoc) f fief) C. [ 

(а) Sramp: (155) x 34. 
Unknown: 1. 
1,2x?xka49-j4,AM gro. 

[1] Bardill пере. 95.10.24, за. 


Е(А)С() 


183 
т. ОЗНАЯСИЦ 


Әм(біктийуас) g fiot ) Қау) 
(а) Stamp: (140) x 30. 


Ruins between the Gülhane hospital and the Topkapi Sarayi 


fortification: г, 
METEN 
[1] Mambaury"s notes. 


B(A)CI ) 
184 
і. ПЧОВАВСІ 
| йы{биктийупсуЙ” Bar ) Beet ) 
(aj Stamp: 195 x 25. 
Date: 4235/6 or qaot. See Part IT, Ch. у, sect. re. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hiimáyün: г. 
i 1. 390 X 370 X 40. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 
184 
1, ]BACI[ 
] Baci 
(a) Fenerbahge 
[т] Gottwald, "Ziegelstempel", 484 no. б. 


CRUCIFORM 
| ВАС() 
186 
t. m 
> 
ea 
INIABA 
5 
ім(біктізуос) ve" Bod ) Bac( ) plus monogram no. 7 
(a) Dare: c4 50-74? See Part I, Ch. ro no. 6. 
| Stamp: 140 (52 35 -- $3) x 170 (70 + доп). 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul? 1. 


1. The brick also carries stamp 168. та. 
[1] Unger, ‘Seraispirze’, fig, 10 no. ба. 


BACHAIKOY 


Sec BACIAIKOY, ВАСНЛІКСТҮ, 


CATALOGUE 195 


ВАСІЛІКОҮ, BACHAIKOY 


MuLTIPLE-LINE » 


WITH INDICTION 
BACHAIKOY 


187 
т. «ЛОХІ 
VHOVH 
INAeIS 
м ктама) ар” Bacniko + 
(a) Stamp: тосох 79. 
Date: 5 18/19, See Part IT, Ch, 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 95: т. Level por: 2. Level 656*: з, Level 
886: 4. Unknown: 5. 
1. Мо; 210. 2. No. 893. 3. Mo. 259. 4. No. 885. 5. Мо. 1315. 
Notes: rs. One brick measures зуо ? 4 35-40. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 210, Вз. [2] Saraghane archive negs. 
$:41.17, 9.I0.17, 911.112. 


BACIAIKOY 


188 
г. +BACT 
AIKOY 
[NAS 
+Весїйлкой Губ (кт дуое) 6“ 
(а) Stamp: 107 x 8o. 
St George in the Mangana. Cistern beneath the church: 1. 
T. 300 & 350 ха. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 29, fig. 33 no. 4. 
[2] Mamboury's notes. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
189 
i. «ВАСІ 
ATKOY 
+ Васійдкої) 
(a) Land Walls. 
[т] Dethier, ‘Maknkoy’, 167 no. K^, pl. DA" no. 19. [2] Sorlm- 
Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 94 по. $9. 
з. [4 BA CT] 
[ AJIKOV 
[+ Bacci Tuo 
(a) Stamp: (91) x 58. 
Great Palace. Excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935738: 1. 
1, ? X ? X 3l, по. $4. 
[1] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 38, neg. 222- 
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190 (с) Date: фо2-33 or 517-20 or 532-35. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ad, 
т. [«B]AC Ch. то по, 7. 
[IAIK]OY Behind Aşir Efendi Caddesi (hence from the vicinity of the 
[+ јог Алко remains destroyed іп 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokağa) 


(а) Hebdomon (Bakirköy). 
[1] Dethier, "Makrikóy", 167 по, K^, pl. LA‘ no. 19, 


191 
т. «ВАСІ 
AIKS 
+ Васімкої 


(a) Stamp: тто x 75. 
Probably from the area of the excavations іп 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1.? x ? x45, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
(11 Mamboury's notes. 


CIRCULAR 


192 
ы ov 
BAXCI 
AIA[K]OY 
ПАРІВ 
ІС 
О(єо)б yape Восім кЇоб ім(бистімос МУ 
(a) Stamp: rre diameter. 
Dare: 503/4 or $18/19 or $33/4. See Part II, Ch. о, sect, 2d, Ch. 
10no. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir болар), 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. ` 


BOCIIOPIAC, BOCOOPIAC 


CIRCULAR 
BOCIIOPIAC 


193 
ы OT 
BOCXIIO 
PLAAC 
ПЧРІВ 
Ic 
GO(ea)ü рїп Воспоріос tv(Snenüvoc) 18“ 
(a) Date: early 6th century. See Part IT, Ch. то no. 7. 
Tokhodede Mescidi. 
[1] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 268 no. ді. 
(b) Stamp: 107 diameter 
Date: early 6th century. See Parr IT, Ch. 1o no. 7. 
Sea Walls. “House of Justinian’: т. 
1.370% "хі 
[1] Wulzinger, ‘Substruktionsbauten’, 382 (mentioned). 
[2] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaláste, 15 no, 2. 
[3] Wulzinger's notes. 


[1] Maletskos, 'Plinthos’, 270, pl. 53.2. 

(d) Date: early бій century. See Part П, Ch: то no. 7. 
Unknown. 
[1] Laurent, ‘Inscriptions’, 229, 230 nin. 2, 


194 
ы By 
БОСХПО 
PIAAC 
[INP,.] 
[1C] 
CXeo)o у бі pic] Вослоріою [tv(Bucziivoc) , . ] 


Wulzinger restored indiction rwelve on the basis of 193.15, but 
there 15 no certainty that the two were identical. 
(a) Stamp: 107 diamerer. 
Date: 502-33 or 517-20 or 532-35. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect; ad, 
Ch. re no. 7. 
Substructures south of Cemal Nadir Sokar, in tbe vault of Hall 
IV. 
[1] Wulziager, 'Substruktionsbauten', 381 no. у. 


195 
ы oY 
BOCXTIIO 
PIAA[C] 
[INP..] 
[IC] 


Ө(воўб де[рс] Boezopio(e ім(біктіймес)... 7 
(а) Date: early 6th century. See Part IT, Ch. та по. у. 


Unknown, 

[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 48г, 
CRUCIFORM 
ВОСФОРТАС 
196 
І. C 

ІЗЄВАФОРІАС 
о 
a 


Пу(біктіле 15 є" Ba( ) Восроріас 


What appears to be an Tin Mamboury'ssketch was presumably а 
H. 


(a) Stamp: (166) (24 +30 + то) & (66) (= 30-4 Joh?) 
Great Palace, Area Ab, collapsed vault: r. 
1. 340 x ? Xx 45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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197 
т. ЕВ 


А 

ІКОСФОРА 

П 

] Ba ) Босфор (ше) т 

(а) Stamp: (105) (= ? за +75) X go (з зач уо + ус). 
Cistern оп Nurnosmaniye Caddesi: т. 
1.7%? X45. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


ВОСФОРІАС 
See BOCITOPIAC, ВОСФОРІАС. 





ГА() 
198 
г. АТАЯЯМІ 
їм{бїктїймөс є" Bai ) Гаї ) 


(а) Cistern south of Divan Yolu, between Воуас Ahmet Sokagi 
and Piyer Loti Caddesi In situ in north-west wall, about 4 та. 
below the mapost level, 

[1] Wulzinger, ‘Substruktionshauten’, 390, fig. 15. 


TAEIOY —— 
See ГАТОҮ, ГАБІОУ, ГЕІОҮ. 


ГАНОҮ AMANOY 


199 
1. «ГАНВ 
AMANS 


+ Гойор "Армур 

(a) Caddebostan, Bagdad Caddesi, 
[1] Meliopoulos, “Rufinianai’, 282 по, 1. [2] Peissel, 
"Inscripnions', 418 no. 28.1, [3] SEG 37 (1987) no. 1038. 


ГАНОҮ ТРОФІМОҮ 


ico 
і. +P AHS à 
TPOOIMY E 
+ Готро» Тхор 
(а) Caddebostan, Bagdad Caddesi. 
[т] Meliopoulos, "Kufintanal', 282 no. 2. [a] i Kaleb. 169.4. 
[3] Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 418 no. 23.2, and 425 (mentioned). 
[4] SEG 37 (1987) no. 1058. 
(b) Pendik. About 12o m. to the west of the tomb opposite the 
church. 
[1] Xenakis, "Exakribàseis', 116 no. 4. 
(c) Stamp: 130 x бу, 
Unknown: 1. 
1. MSBK inv. 6215, (160) (200) х? 
[1] MSBK neg. 6215a. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 2342 (east). 
[3] Mamboury’s notes (from cast), [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast). 
(d) Unknown. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 5493. 


LAIOY,IAEIOT,TEIOY 





SINGLE-LINE 


201 
t. «ГАТОҮ 
4 Голот 
(а) Stamp: 94 X 46. 
Dare: late 6th century. See Part П, Ch. гт, sect. 8. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
оз р-р; In siti in the cistern below the south-west portico (in 
same wall as 1364. та): (numerous) 1. 
1. 350 x здо x ga, labelled по, 9. 
Notes: Bricks all hard and well-baked, Published 
measurements 340 X j40 X 49. 
[1] GP TI, тоҙ, fig. 21 na. 2. [2] Talbot Rice archive photo. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


MuLTIPLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTIOM 


PAEIOY 


202 
1. ЗГАЄТЬЄМ 
AIKTIOYNOC 
B 


+ Poston év&uerioDvoc [V 





198 CATALOGUE 


(а) Stamp: 130 x77. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Forum of Constantine: 1, 
1.360 x 345 X45; 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 136 x 77. 
Remains found when laying drains in Acik Ali Pasa Caddesi 
Oblique wall at east end of street: т. 
1. 300 X що X 45. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


ГАТОХ 


203 
г. +ГА+ 
IOY+ 


With border 
+ Teiou ++ 


(а) Stamp: 85 x69. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.352 х(а90) x 41-44, AM 182 (old no. 143). 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.11.15. 
(b) Stamp: 88 x 65. 
Retaining wall and barrel vault between the church af the 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia and the Basilica Cistern 
(Yerebatan бағаут), іл situ: т. 
1.370 X ? X40. 
[1] Mamboury’s nates. 
(c) Stamp: 88 x 67. 
Date: 557-22, See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 22. 
St Polyeuktos, Unknown: 1. 
1. No. 146, 380 x 35$ X 38-43. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 211, B4. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 


10.2.28, 


з. +TA+ 
OY -+ 
Without border 
+Taiow+ + 
(а) Stamp: 8o х(бо) 
Unknown: 1. 
1, (270) x (110) x 40-60, АМ 463. 
[1] Вага neg. 55.7.26. 
(Б) Stamp: 85 x62. 
Unknown: t. 
г, 360 х уро x 40-50, AM 126. 
[т] Вагай negs. 95.5.2 , 26. 
(c) Stamp: 88 x 6s. 
Unknown: t. 
1.355 X? x so, TAM (CK) no. эо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes, 
(d) Stamp: 88 x65. 
Hagia Sophia, North-west buttress, loose brick at gallery-roof 
level: 1. 
T. 360X440 X42, 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


(е) Stamp: 88 x(40) 
Hagia Sophia. North-west buttress, loose brick at gallery-roof 
level: 1. 
1.350 € ? X AE. 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 

(f) Stamp: go хбт. 
Hagia Eirene. Southern side of atrium; т, 

2.00 5355 X355 4T. 

[1] George, St. Errene, pl. 16 по. тз. 

(Б) Stamp: 90 x62. 
Hagia Sophia. South-east buttress, third window sill below the 
тор sill, work of either Sinan or the Fossati brothers, 

‚[:] Bardill negs. 94.8.6, 7. 

ih) Stamp: z12 x? 
Hagia Sophia, South-east buttress. 
[1] Antoniades, Hagia Sophia 1,84, fig. 13. [2] Soreriou, Hagia 
Sophia, 64. 

(i) Gray gives no indication of the layout of the inscription. It is 
almost certainly the same stamp as g or h. 
Hagia Sophia. Jn site on an upper staircase. 
[1] Gray, ‘Brickstamps', 51 n. т. (2) Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 


266 по. 40. 
3. Probably the same as type 1 or 2. сен 


(а) Date: с. 5323. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
Нара Sophia. Ruins in front of the west doors, demélished 
November 1873. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inseriptions’, 87 no. 21. [a] Leclercq, 
'Estampilles', cal. 546 no. 8b. 

(b) Great Palace. Area Ab, in situ. 
[1] GP II, тоб (mentioned). [2] Talbot Rice archive егег from 
Mamboury to Talbot Rice Dated 17 August 1952). 

(c) Stamp: go x65, 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 berween 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1, 
1, ? x? x 3s, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


TAEIOY 


104 
г. ПАЄ 
ШОУ 
і Гах оо 
(а) Stamp: (B4) x55. 
Unknown: 1. 
L?x1x35—42, AM 273. 
[1] Bardill negs. 24.13.3, 4. 


205 
t. +ГА[+] 
EIO YTH] 


+Гака[у ++] 


CATALOGUE 199 


(a) Stamp: ? x 64; 68 mm. from left edge to right of omicron. 
Hagia Sophia. Reused in repair to Turkish wall, ina corner and 
tà the right of the alley as one faces the north entrance to the 
narthex: 1, 

1. 370 X ? X 46. 
[1] Mambonury"s notes, [2] Mango s notes (from rubbing), 


TEIOY 
206 
г. +ГЄТО[Ү] 
INASIE- 
+ Гео о мб петубумоє)я «ВУ + 
(а) Stamp: 110 x 56. 
Hagia Sophia, Little court between the baptistery and Hagia 
Sophia: (many) 1. 
1,350 X? X $0, 
[2] Mamboury’s nores, 


ГАТОҮ AMANOY 
Sec ГАНОҮ AMANOY, 


ГАТОУ [M]YPIAPXOY 


207 
1. JTAIS 
ТУРІАРУ 
] Taiov Шәрибруау (2) 
The interpretation of line's is that suggested by Peschlow. Given 
the occurrence of + l'ofjow ‘Apavouand + Tehon Tpopipou, a 
double name may also be possible, 
(a) Stamp: (83) x 54. 
Kalenderhane Camii: Unknown: 1, 
г. (146) x (160) х 34. 
[т] Peschlow, “Brickstamps’, B34. 


ГАТОҮ TPOOIMOY 
See ГАНОҮ TPODIMOY. 





ГЕ() 


Layout: indiction number after abbreviation IN 


208 
1. IN@BAre 


іу(біктібуос) cE Be ) Ги) 


(а) Stamp: 162 x 25. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: а. 


1. 390 X 360 X сг. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
209 
1. ЗУТАНОМІ 
їм(бистібумос) с" Ba( ) 'e( ) 
(a) Theindicrion on this die was later altered: see 2 10. 1a. 
Stamp: (127) x 22. 
Fenari 1sa Camii: 1. 
1. (306) x(z10) x 46-50, АМ тат. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mange and Hawkins, "Бепагі 
Isa Сатан”, fig. 39 по. 12. [3] Bardill neg. 94.11.2423. 
zro 
1. ЭТАЯХМІ 


(у(біктібуес) [c] C аі) Tel) 
Indiction altered to zeta fram тай, 
(а) The original stamp was 209.12. 
Stamp: rof X 22. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
I. 370 X ? x 50, 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB тот. (2) Mamboury's notes. 
[3] Mango's notes. [4] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari [sa Cami", 
183 no. 12 (mentioned). 


211 
1. INAIBAT'G 


1у(біктійуас) од” Воҳ ) Гей) 

(а) Stamp: r7o x 1o. 
Date: 427/8 or 442/3 ar 47/8. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Opposite Firuz Ара Camii: t 
I. 400 X 370 X 45. 
[1] Mambeaury's notes. 


412 
1, INETBATE 
iv(Guctuvoc) Ви" Во) Ге) 
(а) Stamp: 175 x 30. 
Singer House: 1, 


1.375 х370х99. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


213 
i. INGIBALE 
імбіктізуас) ev Вас? Геї ) 
(а) Stamp: 168 х 31. 
Kalenderhane Camii, Roof, wall-filling: t. 


I. (377) x(12) хт. 
[1] Peschlow, *Brickstamps', A21. 


200 CATALOGUE 


214 
t. ЈВАГЕ 
| Pal) Tet) 
(а) Stamp: ? x 3o. 
Sea Walls. West of the monumental staircase and north of the 
railway, area Fa: т. 
eRe RES. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


Layout: indiction number after abbreviation for name 


21$ 
1. INBATEEI 
імбіктібуос) Bat ) Tet) er 
(a) Sancaktar Mescidi: (several). 
[1] Pasadaios, Mnémeia, 13 pl. за", В“. 
(b) Stamp: 141 x 35. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (200) х(2то) € 35-45, AM 372. 
[т] Bardill перу. 95.7.54, 357 95.8.1, 2. 
Kanye Cami. Loose: 1. 
1, 370 X 370 x 43. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). 


ГЕТОҮ 
See TAIOY, TAEIOY, l'EIOY. 





TEA() 


216 
1. INZBAPTEA 
iv(Bueriwoc) £^ Bap( ) ГеМаєіоо) 
(a) Stamp: 123 «33. 
Date: 458/9 (or 423/4). See Part II, Ch. 11, sect. 2. 
St Polyeuktos, Unknown: 1. 
1. No. 143, ? X ? x 45. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps", 258, Ар, [2] Saraçhane archive пер, 
9.11213. 





ГЕЛА() 





21 
т, IMATBATEAA 
ім(біктабмос) ort” Воб) Геле) 
(а) Stamp: 157 x(35) 
Land Walls, Jn нїш in arcade of outer wall to south of tower 15 
of inner wall: т. 
1? *? хау. 
[т] Bardill neg. 96.2.20. 


218 
1. INASBATEAA 


ім(біктивуес) 875 фа ) Гела ) 
їмблктиймос) |215 Bat ) Гейл ) 
The fourth character may Беа form of space-filler (cp. 291, 1494) or 
the result of an overlap of S (the old indiction) and Z (the new 
indicrian). 
“ia Stamp: 150 X 50, 
Rotunda beside the Myrelaion church. Wall of rotunda, west 
end. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 


2. INA. BÁTEAA 


ім(бистиймос) 6" з Pal) Tekal} 

ivü(wrtvoc). "Ва ) Ге ) 

(а) Stamp: 144 x 29, 
"Barh' building beside the Myrelaion rotunda: (two), 
[] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Cami”, 173, fig, 11 no. 15. [2] Talbot 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


219 
г; ВАГ! ЄЛА 
На) Feka( ) «аз 
(а) Stamp: (75) x 22, 
Land Walls, Golden Gare: 1. 
т.Ёхў хас, 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 


TEAACIOY 
a == нс 


WITH INDICTION 


220 
t. +ПЧАЅІГВА 
TEAACIOY 
+ іуУб(ктиїмос)» тү” Во ) eXacion 
(a) Stamp: гбо x бо, 
Unknown: 1. 
1. MSBK no. unknown, 
[1] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 264 по, 7. [2] MSBK (photo). 
[3] DAI (Ist) neg. 2350 (cast). [4] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [5] Mango's notes (from cast). 


221 

rn +ГЄЛА 
CIOY 
IMATI 
With border 
= F'ekaciou іубііктіфуос) yr 
з Tekaclov tv&(uenüwoc]s t 
(a) Stamp: 192-104 x 74-77. 

Unknown: 1-11. 


CATALOGUE 201 


і. (312) x(212) м 55, AM go (old по. zoo). 2. (122) x(113) х 5% 
АМ 281. ҙ.Ұх2х;%-бо, АМ 282, 4. AM 385. p (345) x(290) 
x47, AM 286. 6. (234) (220) x 52-56, AM 315. у. 368 x (225) 
x 52-65, AM 317. 8. 335 х 300 х 55-60, animal footprint, AM 
ЗІК, 9. 363 x збо x 6c-65, two animal footprints made after 
stamping, AM 345: то, 370 x (332) X 46-55, AM 396, 11.370 x 
(208) x 47-10, АМ 197. 

[1] Bardili negs. 94.3.8 (1); 95.1.5—8 (2), 9-18 (3); 95.2.22, за (6); 
95.3.62, 72 (6), 23a (7), 24a (8); 954-232 (6); 85.5.34 (7), 6 (8); 
95.6.21, 22 (9); 95.9.15, 14 (10). 

Probably from the arca of the excavations in 194647 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene 1. 

1. 365 x 360 хуу, oncein the Hagia Eirene collection, 

[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


заз 
і. ЗГЄЛА 
CIOY. 


+ lL'eAacion + 


(a) Stamp: 115 x5o. 
Great Palace. Area Ac, foundation piers: 1. 
1. 380 x 360 x 6a. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: гіу x 6o. 
Walls of Nessebár. Pavement no. ; of tower no, 2: 1. 
1.355 худо x 2, surface has yellowish tint, stamped four times 
with this die, 
[1] Ognenova-Marinova, 'Briques’, 113 no. 13, fig. 103, тта, 
figs. тол and тоў. | 
(с) Stamp: 13a x бо, 
Land Walls, Wall between towers 95 and оба: 1. 
1.2 x? x § 45-60, 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 
(d) Stamp: t21 x62. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-755. /п situ on fallen vault, close to stone structure of 
Аркей Hall: т. 
1, 379 x 360 x65, labelled no. r7. 
[1] GPU, 127, fig. 21 no. у, [2] Talbot Rice archive photo. 


ГЕОРГТОҮ 





SINGLE-LINE 


223 
т. 8ГІЧООЭТЬ 


+ l'eopylon 

(а) Stamp: (162) x 35. 
Sea Wall of Boukoleon. 
[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpalaste, 30 (centre row, 
right). [2] Mamboury's nates. 


(b) Date: 532/53. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ab, 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front the west doors, demolished 
Movember 1873. 
[t] Sorlin-Dorigny, 'Letter", 136.10. 7. 
LL, T 


MULTIPLE-LINE 


224 
т. ГЕ]ОРГ 
ІТТЕ 


TeJopil - JB" 
(а) Stamp: ? x 54. 
Unknown: т. 
і. ? x? x16-35, АМ 440, 
[1] Вага negs. 95.13.2 t, 26. 


225 
:. ГЕПРГІ 
ОА...) 
Teopyiou [. ....] 
(а) Stamp: (тоу) х (38). 
Unknown: 1. 
1, 2x?x32735, AM 399. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.9.17, 18. 


TABULA ANSATA 


226 


NL. 
+ГЄОРГ1& 
INA2I€ 
Monogram no. 55 (Mrropixiou) 
+ Георуіоо iv&(uetuvoc)s w' 
(a) Stamp: tabula 154 х үт; roundel 56 wide. 
Date: 582 or $96/7. See Part IL, Ch. 5, sect. 12. 
Unknown: t. 
1. (260) x (248) x 40, AM 73. 
[т] Вага пер. 94.4.25, 26. 
In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946—47 and 
1958-60 between Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[т] Mango's notes (from squeeze). 


т. 
-ГЕОРГІЗ 
ІМАСІЄ 


Monogram na. 55 (Miupictou) 

+ Teopyiow ivétuctidivoc)s ле” 

(а) Date: 582 or 596/7. Sec Part П, Ch. 5, sect. та. 
In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 and 
1958-бо berween Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Dirimtekin, "Feuilles", 182 по, 6. 








202 CATALOGUE 
ГЕФР(Г1ОҮ) (b) Stamp: (54) х6. 
ж Dare: 82/3 or 597/8, Sec Part П, Ch. «V, sect. та. 
127 Unknown: 1. 
1. «ГЄКОР5 І, (227) х(190) х 37-49, AM 134. 
IN ASIE+ [1] Bardill negs. 95.1.14, 15. 
+ Feip(yiou)s ivB(verilivoc)s iT + zx. INA ev 
(a) Stamp: 110 x 53. РГ IRC 
Unknown: r. „+ єч 
1.370 5355 X49, AM 15. +Tewpyiow c(xp) ivi(ieruivoc}s a^ around monogram no. 5% 
[1] Bardill neg. 54.1.32a. (Маюрікіоз) 


(b) Stamp: (тоо) x py. 
Myrelaion, debris: 1. 
1. In private ownership of N. Talbot Rice. 
[1] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Сати", 173, fig. 11 по. 14. [1] Talbot 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


228 
1. +ГЕШР+ 
ПШЧАБЇВ+ 
+Temp(yiou) + ivB(wrivoc)s 18 


(а) Date: 13/4. See Part IT, Ch. 9, вест. 2. 
Hagia Sophia. Debris from the collapsed barrel vault in the 
substructures of the west wing of the Justinianic atrium. 
[т] Schneider, '"Ziegelstempel', 265 no. 28. [2] Schneider, 
Westhof, 26 no. 11. [3] Mamboury, "Nouvelle lecture’, 120, 


229 


+ Teqp(ylow) [......] 
(а) Stamp: 112 х(27) 
Hagia Sophia, South-west ramp, south landing, second below 


gallery. 
[ї] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


ГЕФРГІОУ СКРІ ) 


The title Скр( ) is to be completed Скр(Воуос) or Скр(імшеріюу). бес 
Mango, ‘Review I’, 68 п. 2 and cp. WANNOY СКЕ). 





230 

і, ІМАу ev 
РГ( ЖІНҘІЯС 
+. елі) 


+ Геюруіою с(кр) імбііктійуос)в а” around bracketed monogram 
по.%%(Моөтрікісу) 
(а) Stamp: 128 х? 
Date: 5382/3 or 4597/8. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. та, 
Sea Walls. Pillars near the monumental staircase, between the 
railway and the sea, area Fb: r. 
1. ?xixao 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


(a) Stamp: 133 «7a. 
Date: $82/3 or 597/8. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. та. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
I. 329 X (272) x 37, incised line down one side of brick уо mm. 
trom edge, AM 67 (old no. 86). a. (285) х(255) 35-40, AM 
зот. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.4.16, 17 (1); 94.6.42, $a (2). 

3. Азтуре 2, but possibly with a different indiction letter. 

(a) Stamp: 131 x 67. 
Date: 582/3 ог $97/8. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. та. | 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1,(337) « (295) x42, AM ЄВ. 2. (185) x (174) x 437 AM 120, 
[т] Ваг ШІ negs. 94.4.18, 19 (1); 95.1.18, 17 (2). 


231 
т. KPSINdSB 


«ГеШшРГІБС 


Monogram по. 55 (Mavpixiou) 
+ Tewpyiow expt )5 іубііктийуос)в B 


(a) Stamp: 159 x Ва, 
Date: 583/4 or $98/9. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 5, sect. та. 
Kalenderhane Camit, North-east corridor, floor: 1. 
1. 345 X 320 x 47, three breaks. | 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', Ex a. 

(b) Stamp: 164 x81. 
Date: 18/4 or $98/9. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. a; Ch. 8, sect. В, 
Great Palace, 1952. Loose brick from trench Pr, in Chamber С 
below the Antechamber of the Apsed Hall, probably from 
vault of chamber: т. 
1.350 x ? x45, labelled no. 14. 
[т] Talbot Rice archive photo, 

(с) Haydarpaşa. 
Date: 83/4 or 98/9. See Part II, Ch. 6, sect. та, | 
[1] Meliopoulos, 'Anekdotoi', 73. [2] Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 
408 no. 2.3. [3] SEG 37 (1987) no. 1025. 


231 | 
t. Similar to 231. . 
(а) Dare: c 582-622. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. s, sect. та. 
Kalenderhane Camii, North-east corridor, east end: 1. 
L 340 337 X45. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Ел b. 

















CATALOGUE 203 1 
233 Date: 416/7 or 431/2, See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. th. | 
г. КРУГ ,....) Palace of Antiochus: т, 
+TE(WPTIOYC) 1. 2x? x50, | 
роо sept С. ] [1] Mamboury’s notes. & 4 
(а) Stamp: (64) x а. Accessory A | 
Date: с, 583—602. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. та. Sec ГРА() 
Kalenderhane Camii. North-east corridor, floor: 1. | 
1. (145) x (157) хеҙ, Accessary О 
11) Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Ет с. See 1666.1 
ГН() 
eS ГРА() 
1, ATH \ 
ат) Layout: abbreviation ПМ omitted 
(a) Stamp: 117 x 31. FF ее; 
Date: late 4th century? See Part II, Ch. то no. 4. ы 
Unknown: 1. & Гра() 


1.280 x (165) x 35-55, AM 145. 
[1] Вага neg. 94.7.20. 


ГГ) 





2% 
t. INABATI 
їм(биєстиймос) о” Вау Ei) 
(a) Stamp: 148 х 32. 
Date: 417/18 or 432/3, See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 1b, 
Palace of Antiochus: т. 
I. 370 % 460% fo, 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 
216 
і. INTIBATI 
їм(біктиймос) n Bot) Гу ) 
(а) Stamp: 1122 x 12. 
Date: 414/15 or 429/36. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Anriochus; т. 
1.365 Xx 360 X уо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ГР() 
No accessory 


237 
і. ІМЄІФКЄВАГТ 


їм(биєтиймос) e" (іп leaf or heart) (puja Pot) Tel) 
(а) Stamp: 145 x 22. 





(a) Stamp: 114 x 3o. 
Date: late 4th century? See Part П, Ch. топо. 4. 
Unknown: т. 
1, 383 x 369 x 42-44, AM ту: 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.7.14. 


Layout: abbreviation IN included 


239 
1. АПАИІ 
іу(біктийуас) а” Гре ) 
(a) In the lintel of a window of a monumental tomb near Incili 
Köşkü 
[1] Curtis and Aristarches, ' Anekdoroi', тт no. КЕ", [2] Curtis, 
Broken Birs,i, no. 25. 


мс 
1. ІМВГРА- 


імбіктійтос) У Гра ) + 


(а) Ruins near Topalian Ham, in the area bounded by Носа Ham 
Sokağı, Kaputcular Sokağı, and Katircioglu Sokağı. 
[1] Meliopoulos, "Topothesia', 231 по. 6. [2] Schneider, 
Byzanz, 96.27 no. 2. [3] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 264 no. ба 
(apparently erroneous). 


241 
1. INBBATPA 
ім(біктизуос) B Bal) Гра) 
(a) Stamp: 202 x 15. 
Binbirdirek cistern. fn siri in north wall, about 1 m. above the 
interior ground level: (three) 1. 
1. 375 X375 X44, ТАМ. 
[1] Wulzinger, "Substruktionshauten', 356, fig. топо, т. 
[2] Wulzinger, Baudenkmáler, 41, pl. зо (bottom), 
[13] Schneider, '"Ziegelstempel', no. ба. 


204 CATALOGUE 


(b) Ruins near Topalian Ham, in the area bounded by Hoca Ham 246 


Sokağı, Kaputcular Sokagi, and Kaurcioglu Sokağı. 1. VTIINI 
[1] Meliopoulos, “Topothesia’, 2 зо по. 2. [2] Schneier, мібисабнесі"Траі) 
Byzanz, 96.27 no. 1. [3] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel", 264 no. 6b. | 
(c) Sea Walls, Near the little mosque of the Mangana Quarter (a) Stamp: 164 x 24, 
(Bostancilar Tabhanesi Mescidi?). Date: 426/7 or 441/2. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ге. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-: Hümáyün. 
id 2 Ur]Mamboury's notes. 
241 з. VTIIMI 
1. INT 4IPY iv(Btienivoc) x’ Гроб) 
iv(Gwriivoc) у + Граќ ) (5) Stump: 160 38. 
(a) Blachernai. Enclosure wall near Theotokos of Blachernai. Date: 426/7 or 441/2. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. re. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hümáyün: (large numbers) т. 
(b) Dirimtekin published INT«TPY, apparently misreading the 1. 380 x 376 x jo. 
characteristic form of V as Y. [т] Mamboury’s notes. 
Blachernai, excavations of July-August 1958. й 
[1] Dirimrekin, ‘Blachernes’, 22, 11 no. 2. 
(c) Dirimtekin published INT+PY, apparently omitting the T and 247 й 
misreading the characteristic form of У аз У. 1. ТМТВАТРА 
Blachernai, excavations of July-August 1948. iv(Stertdivec) t Bat )'pa( ) 
[1] Dirimtekin, 'Blachernes’, 22, 31 no. 3. е „А 
(d) Stamp: 181 x 4o. (a) Beirut. | | 
Пабла [1] Du Mesnil du Buisson 92. [2] SEG 7, 40 по. rege 
1.390 x 355 X45, AM 12. (b) Ps res ay E 
edili ners. ыг. fa. eirut, baths, floor above hypocaust 
иер a ada [1] Butcher and Thorpe, ‘Beirut’, 304. 
243 
1. ATT A2MI 248 
iv(Gucruaivioc)s б" Гроб) 1. INIBBATPA 
(a) Stamp: 225 x30. 5 iv(Suevoc) iB" Bal) Ppa) 
Cini in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hümiyün: 1. fay Beni Tun ra 
uie. Sea Walls. "Tower of Belisarius: 1. 
[r] Mamboury"s nores. ee ey Bs. 
[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpalaste, 20 (centre row, 
УА aces centre). [2] Mamboury's notes. 
1. + 
ім(биютиймос) e Гра ) 
(а) Stamp: 190 x 32. с ГРА 
Unknown: 1-2. 
г. (267) х(асо) х 36-50, AM 66. 2. (298) x(150) х 38-45, AM ]Ba( ) Гро) 
174. (а) Stamp: (120 from upright of beta to right-hand edge) х 38. 


[1] Вагай negs. 94.11.24, за (2); 94-4-14, 15 (1). 


Date: 414-18 or 429-13. See Part II, СН, o, sect. 1b. 
Palace o£ Antiochus: т. 


245 I? x?xay. 
т. INOBATTA [т] Mamboury's notes. 
iv(Gwertüvoc) 07 Рец ) Гра) 
(а) Stamp: (210) x 28. 250 
Date: 425/6 or 4450/1. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. те. 1: ЗАГРА 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hiimiyiin. Floor above the г 
cisterns: (large numbers) 1. Вікі Гра ) - 
1. 390 X 380 X 40. (a) Stamp: (85) хаб. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. Tokludede Mescidi: a. 
(b) Excavations near the University, in Büyük Regit Pasa Caddesi. 1.2 32x50, ТАМ 68. 
[1] Schneider, 'Aquüdukt', col. 75. [т] Mamboury’s notes. 


————— 5n = 











CATALOGUE 205 
ГРАП() | 
х. INCIBV[F]PA[ 
241 e Е 
1, INIBBATTATI район аг ра) — 
lw(Giuecidivoc) 187 Bod ) Грахі | (a) Stamp: (186) x a9. e 
М фаб Bal) Грох() Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia, octagonal crypt, north wall, 
(а) Stamp: 195—225 x yo. Room А, material broken ош of blacked-up door. 
Great Palace, Area Ac: 1. [1] Kleiss, “Grabungen’, fig. 42. 
т. 390 х 370-780 x ба. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 180 x зо. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: (numerous). 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
ГРНГ() 
252 
г. ЈВВАГРАП ГЕНДІ 
IW фо()Грод() » dd 
(a) Stamp: 180 x yo. 287 
Great Palace. Collapsed vault and between areas Ab and Ас: is азаға 
(numerous) т. tv(Suceudivoc) y" Ber ) Fo(n)y) 
1,24? хо. | (а) Stamp: r3 хаб. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. Kalenderhane Camii. Vault of north cross-arm, filling: т. 
І. 315 X322 X38. 
[1] Peschlow, '"Brickstamps', Аб. 
ГРА [ | ГНРГ() 
m а m 258 
. IN 
t. АЗТАИП) | Ху war 2 | 
Ши(біктізуее) a Гра[ i Е cher Tem) 
(a) Stamp: (143) хау (энер ae А, ы : 
urs уау 7. Kalenderhane Camu. Vault of west cross-arm, filling: 1. 
= 1. 320 (170) X45. 
т. Fragment, ? x ? x 37, [AM 15. \ iekstamns" 
[1] Mambotzy"s nates. Soe id 
294 
г. JIBT[P]AT 
ИГ 
diis ГРНГОРІОУ 


(а) Stamp: (110) x 31. 
Date: 413/14. See Part II, Ch. o, sect. та, 





Theodosian Hagia Sophia. Back wall of Schneider's 239 
propylaeum. қ | 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). | | 
4«IPHIO[PIO] 
255 YIN AGA 
1. ХУТРА РА[ | [Monogram по. 55 (Молумкіолу)) 
iv(Guenidvoc) xB" Ва) Гра + Грпуо[ріоја ivà(uerivoc)s a^ 


(a) Stamp: ? x(43). 
Date: $82/3, Sce Part I, Ch. 5, sect. ra and Ch. тт, sect. 7. 
Excavation of the Diakonissa complex near Istanbul 
University, 1943-46. Cistern 2.¢ m. north of Church B. 
[1] Furarh, "Trois églises", 172, 177, pl. Ы) no. 7. 
[2] Mamboury's notes. 


(a) Stamp: 190—195 x 3o, 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1-2. 
1.380 X370 X50. 1.390 X 370 X со. 
Notes: 1-2. White mortar with some sand, and very lirtle 
erushed brick adheres ro brick. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


біб CATALOGUE 


"Т 


+ГРНГОРПО] 
VINAc. .] 

Monogram no. 55 (Мамриіютом) 

+ Грпуоріїоо ivó(iruivac)s [. .] 

(a) Stamp: tabula ? х ду; roundel 54 diameter, 
Date: c. 482-602. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. 1a. 
Unknown: 1. 

1.332 x(232] x 19, AM 59. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.4.3, 4. 


ГҮ() 


260 
1. INIBIY 
імібіктібуесу ВИ Dii) 
(a) Stamp: 127 x 33. 
Unknown: 1. 
I. збо x 350 хо, line made with rool all around the edges of the 
brick, IAM 15. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


ГҮМ() 


261 
I" + 
ПИӨГҮМ 


Цүйбіктійуас) 8" Tupi} + 

(a) Stamp: 110 x 4a. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. LAM (СК) no. 94, fragment, ? x ? x 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


ГҮ[ 


= 


162 
1. TAHT YT 
ім(блжстибмос) y Tol 
(а) Stamp: 105 x38. 
Unknown: 1. 


LIAM (CK) no. 91, 3720 x 35$ X 40. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


EE 


с-сы... ня 


263 
т. INBBAT| 


ім(бистиймос) B^ Бе ) TT 


(a) Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or з. 
[т] Gray, 'Bniekstamps', 5 у па, 8. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 265 no. 16. 


264 
i: ПАЯХИ1 


їм(бистиймос) C Bat ) TT 


(a) Stamp: (125) x ус. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 


(Beyazit), 1928. Great wall to the south of, and parallel to, the 


drain, and ta the right of the southern base: 1. 

1.375Х2х ро, mortar with large pieces of brick adheres го 
brick. 

Ге) Mamboury’s notes. 


264 
1. DAZBVPT[ 
ім(бистибмос) £^ Воді ) ГІ 
(a) Stamp: (туо) x 44. 
Rhegium (Küçük Çekmece). Large surrounding wall of the 
Acropolis, beside the sea: 1. 
Lix?x4o-;a. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


266 
т. ІМІВАГТ 


імібіетізуде) V^ fal ) IT 
(a) Date: 456/7. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect, rd. 


Cistern of Aspar. North-west wall, lowest brick band, fourth 


course up, 5йн. 


[т] Bardill. 


167 
1. TM AIT 


ту табас) ax’ IT 


(a) Stamp: ? x 35. 


Great Palace. Area Ас, reused m masonry with mortar joints 


r1-12 спі, thick, white sandy mortar, and a small amount оѓ 
crushed brick: 1. 

p].?x $295. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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ЛАМІ ) 


168 
n INABAAAN 
їм(бактибмос) ac Ром ) Лам) 
(a) Stamp: 130 x 2 5. 
Date: 417/18 or 432/3. See Part IT, Ch. o, sect. 1Ь. 
Palace of Antiochus: т. 
1.350 X 340 хо, 
[т] Mambaury's notes. [3] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 1490. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (260) x (231) x 45, AM 26, 
[1] Вага neg. 94.2.12. 
(b) Although incomplete, appears to be variant of a, 
Stamp: (72) € 15. 
Date: 417/18 ог 432/3. See Part IL, Ch. o, sect. rh, 
| Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
L?x?xa4g. 
[т] Mamboury's notes, 





АН() 


Layout: abbreviation IN omitted 
269 
t- TAH 

Y An) 


(a) Stamp: (78) хаб. 
Date: late 4th century? See Part I, Ch. ta no. 4. 
Unknown: т. 
1. (180) x (160) хаб, AM 138 (old no. 34). 
Га) Bardill neg. 34.7.16. 





170 
і. ПАН 


vy Ant) 


(а) Stamp: 79 x 34. 
Date: late 4th century? See Part IT, Ch, топо. 4. 
Hagia Sophia. North-east ramp, paving probably laid in 
Turkish period: (four) 1. 
1.290 X? X? 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing), 


271 
1, AIAH 


oU Ant) 


(a) Stamp: 74 x 25. 
Date: late gth-century? See Part HI, Ch. то по. 4, 
Unknown: 1. 
I. 295 X 288 хо, AM ао (old no. 238). 
[1] Bardill пер, 94.2.30. 


Layout: abbreviation IN included 
172 
i. IMEIAH 
їм(биктибмос) e An ) T ay 
(а) Stamp: 126 Х уд. 
Date: 416/17 or 4131/2, See Part IT, Ch. ә, sect, tb, 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1. 360 X 354 X fO. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 
> ІМЕЛАН 
1у(біктібмуес) ві" An( ) 
(a) Stamp: 126 x 30. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace af Antiochus: г. 
1.360 X355 X у. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


AHMH( ), AHMHTP( ) 


AHMHT() 

273 

1. INTAHMH 

1у(біктийуос) у" Атуиті ) 

(a) Stamp: 120 x 37. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
Ba: 1. 
1. ? к? x 45, loose brick, no. 35. 
[1] GP I pl. тд no. 35. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 35, neg. 208. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg, as [2]. 


AHMH(T)P ) 


274 
1. IMAIAHMP 


їм(бистибмос) ёт” Anm(x)p( ) 


(а) Stamp: 135 537. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. 345 X345 X 46, AM 28. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.2.14, Ty. 


AHMHTPIOY, AIMITPIOY 


WITH INDICTION 
AHMHTPIOY 


275 

т. ҒАНМ 
HTPIé 
ІМ AST 


+ Anuntpiow убитий) V 





208 CATALOGUE 


(а) Stamp: 74 x 7o. 
Kalenderhane Cami, Unknown: 1. 
1. (170) &(125) куб, 
[1] Peschlow, “Brickstamps’, Вз. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
AHMHTPIOY 
176 
і. +АНМН 
TPIOV 
3 Anpntpion 
(a) Stamp: 125 x 5o. 
Great Palace. Area Ас: 1. 
I. Xx?X4:1—j0. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 79 * 34. 
55 Sergius and Bacchus. East end of south aisle. 
[1] Antoniades, Hagia Sophia 1, 83 n. 36. [2] Van Millmgen, 
Churches, 79 no. 1. 


з. +AHMH 

TPIOV 

+ Атиптріов 

(a) Hippodrome. Sphendone. 

[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

277 | 
1. «АНМН 

TPIOYPE 


+ Anuntpiow px 
The significance of the final letters, p and x, is unclear. 
(a) Stamp: 115 43. 

Great Palace, Área Ab: т. 

I. 160 x ? хо, 

[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


278 
1. +AHM[H] 
TPLOY[. 1 
+ Anpfn]epiov [. .] 
(а) Land Walls. Tower roa. 


[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Гапатанеу, 149 no. 14. 
[2] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 469. 


279 
ы ГМАНМН 
TPIOY[. .] 
[4] Anuntpiow [. .] 
(a) Stamp: 115 x 43. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
1. 370 x 160 x po. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


A(H)MHTTPIOY 


280 
1, +AMH 
ТРЦОТҮ 
+ A(nuntptfo}u 
(a) Dare: after уз. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. ac 


Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near building т ог 2. 
[т] Gray, "Brieksramps", $3 no. 3. 


AHMHTPIOY or A(H)MHTPIOY or AIMITPIOY 


281 
1. +A[ 
TPL 
+ Afnpnepliov] 
+ Al(njun}tafiov] 
+А[ ци] [Тоз] 
Cp. 276-Во, 283. 
(а) Stamp: Letters 20-25пип. high. 
Sea Basilica, Nessebar: г, 
1. Sofia Archaeological Museum, (130) х(т4о) x 38. 
[т] Velkov, ‘Basilica’, бо no. є, [2] Вебеу еу, Insebrrften, тоз 


inscr. по, 1531, pl. 57 no. тбо, 


AIMITPIOY 


282 
1. AIMI 
TPIO[Y] 
Йцитріої о 
(a) Stamp: $1 х6. 
Date: 527-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 2а. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 8267: т. Level 927: 2, 
І, No, бул А. 2. No, 407. 
Notes; 1-2, Опе brick measures ? x ? x 32-34. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps", 211, By. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
9.12.29 (2). 
283 


1. +AIMI 
TPIOY 


Annitpion 


(а) Stamp: (101) x 79. 
Kalenderhane Сатай. Root, fill wall: 1, 
т, (180) x (178) x 40. 
[т] Peschlow, *"Brickstamps', Bro. 


АНМОЇ ) 

184 

1. JHMO 
Апра ) 


i 
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(а) Stamp: ? x 1o. AIMOC( ) 
Great Palace, Area Ba, 289 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 1, THVEAIMOC | 
тук Arpoi ) T de 


AHMOA() 

186 

1. КААНМОА[ 
Bet) Алтиоб[()] 


(а) Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia. Court to the east of the apse. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


AHMOC( ), AIMOC( ) 


SINGLE-LINE 
AHM() 
286 
т. ППУЕАРМ 
mive Ann ) 


The reading may be Аш ) rather than Anpi ) if the horizontal bar 
was inserted to create a ligature berween an iota and mu (cp. 295.1, 
320.1). The significance of the initial [TIVE is uncertain (cp. 289.1, 
448.1, 1473.1), 
(a) Stamp: 132 x35. 

Date: 413—1 5. See Part I, Ch. о, sect. ra. 

Theodosian Hagia Sophia. Back wall of Schneider's 


propylaeum: 1. 
fee ya, 
[1] Schneider, Westhof, 6 no. 7 with Corrigenda. [2] Mango's 
notes (from rubbing). 

АНМОС() 

287 

г. JAHMOCH[ 

] Anpoet ) nif 


(a) Stamp: (102) x 3o. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
Bart. 
1, ? X ? x 40, по, 26. 
[1] GPI, рі. 14 по. 26. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, пер, тоо. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2], 


288 
г. ТҮНМОГКУТ 
] Атшос( ) Brel 
(a) Stamp: (125) «31 
10'WTE 1. 
1, 310 X (220) X38, AM ray. 
[т] Bardill пере, 95.1.29, 30. 


The significance of the initial IILE is ancertain (ep, 286.1, 448.1, 
1473.1). 
(a) Stamp: 130 x 40. 

Great Palace. Isolated vault, area ЕЁ 1. 


І, 370 X ? X о, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


MurTIPLE-LINE 


290 


ЖАН 
MOC 
+ Anuoc( ) 
(а) Hebdomon (Bakirkoy). 
[1] Dethier, 'Makrikáy", 166 по, IA", pl. IA" по. t2. 


AHOMHAOY 


See AIOMHAOY, AHOMHAOY. 


AH[ 


Se 
291 


INASAH[ 
{ү(бїктїбгөс) 878 An[ 

Whar appears to be an ligature perhaps served asa form of space- 
filler (cp. 218, 1494). 


(a) Hagia Eirene. іп site in putlog hole in synthronon, north wall. 
behind the south entrance. 
[1] Peschlow, /renenkirche, 124, бр. зо по. 8. 


АҚ) 


292 


І. 


INTBBA AI 
ім баета унс) У Bad ) Aw ) 
(a) Stamp: 180 x 35-32. 
Great Palace, Area Ac: (numerous) 1. 


1,390 x 380 хуу, 
[1] Mamboury’s потез, 





2109 CATALOGUE 
293 Great Palace. Area Ab, near the aqueduct at the corner of the 
г. INAIBA VI great wall: 1, 
, | 1.395 X375 X $0. 
iv(Bucruivoc) ба“ Ве) А1) піару ремин, 


(a) Stamp: 125 x 18. 
Palace of Antiochus. Restored part ro the left of the circular 
room with chapel attached: 1. 
т, $0 4 320 міс. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


AIMITPIOY 
See AHMHTPIOY, AIMITPIOY. 


AIMOC( ) 


See AHMOC( ), AIMOX ( ). 


АТО() 
WITH INDICTION 
294 
1. INHBAAIO 
їм(биктийумос) y" Вах ) Aux ) 
(a) Stamp: 139-141 x 24-37. 
Unknown: 1-2. 


1. (324) (281) x 49, AM ууз. 2. 379 % 360 x 44-54, AM 297. 
[1] Bardili negs. 55.6.33, 34 (1); 95.2.21a, 12a (2). 


Hagia Eirene. Гы sita in window sill of western gallery: (several). 


[1] George, Sr. Eirene, pl. 16 по. 20, [1] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 264 no. 1d. 
195 
1. МАО 
iv(Bietubvoc) 17 Au ) 
Note the horizontal bar joining the iota and omicron., Cp. 286.1, 
320.1. 
(a) Stamp: 115 x 3o. 
Sea Walls. Narlı Карі, south tower: 1. 
T,340 Xx? X $0. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


296 


1. INIBBA AIO 
їм(бактибумосу В Bed Ало) 
(а) Stamp: 165 x 26. 


(b) Stamp: 175 хау, 
Great Palace. Area Ac: (numerous) 1-2. 
1.390 x 3Bo x $5. 2. 380 x 380 x (о. 
(1) Mamboury’s notes. 


з. INIBBA AIO 
їм(біктибмос) B^ Bad ) Ало() 


(a) Stamp: 182 x 25. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: (numerous) 1. 
I.390 x180 x $5 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


297 
t. INTABAAIO 
iv(Stettdvoc) 18° Pel) Arot) 


(а) Stamp: 180 х(зо). 
Sr George in the Mangana. Dome of cistern beneath the church: 
т. 


1.РХРХбО. Kiss 
[т] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 29, hg. 33 no. т. 
[2] Mamboury"s notes. 
298 
1. JAATO 
Вдо() Mol) 


Ср.ҙов,1-1, 320.1. 


(а) Stamp: (ос) х зс. 
Rotunda beside the Myrelaion church. 
[1] Talbor Rice archive (rubbing). 


299 
г. JPAIO 


Вајр() Ах) 

(a) Stamp: (со) x zo. 
Rhegium (Küçük Çekmece). Acropolis. 
(1) Mamboury’s notes. 


AIOTE| ) 


WITH INDICTION 


390 " 
1. INNXBAAIOTE 
імібіктііуес) СҮ Во) Ллауєі ) 
For the lozenge-shaped описгоп, cp. 298,14, 320,12. 


"E 


CATALOGUE ЗІЇ 
(а) Stamp: 177 x27. AIOMHAOY, AHOMHAOY 
Unknown: 1. - -—— 
т. Fragment, 380 х? x со, LAM 17. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). MurTiPLE-LINE " 
(b) Stamp: 177 x 28. ÁHOMH M 
Myrelaion church. Found in 1936 during construction of house dm 
to rhe south-west of the church: 1. 324 
1.375 X 375 X fa. 1. *AHO 
(1) Mamboury’s notes. MHA 
2. INNBAAIOTE + Алорібою 
iv(8venávoc) cg" Ba ) Moyet ) (а) Stamp: 98 x 55, 
ла ойр) Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
For the lozenge-shaped omicron, cp. 208.14, 320.18. 12x) ха, LAM yz. 
(a) Stamp: 178 x 29. [1] Mamboury’s notes. 
Unknown: 1. 
i: Fragment, 380 x ? x47, mortar containing large pieces of 
orushed brick adhering, IAM 14. AIOMHAOY 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
395 
I, +АЈО+ 
MHAOY+ 
+ Лоро + + 
301 
1. JABAdIOTE де: аа alae ЖАС Ж. 
| egium (Kücük Cekmece). Bath south-west of the Acropolis: 
Ja Bal ) Ате) і dix 


(а) Date: 427/8 or 432/3 or 442/3 or 447/8 or 457/8 or 462/3. See 
Part II, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: т. 
1. LAM r1, ? x? x40. 
[т] Mambaury's notes. 


302 
t. ], ВАРЄЛІОГЕ 
T Варе Awre( ) 
(a) Stamp: (120) х 24. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6602 (cast). [3] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 


303 
г. 1- VIOTE 


This is a suggested correction of Meyer-Plath and Schneider's 
reading. 
1. Ахта ) 
(а) Land Walls, Near Bt t. 
[т] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, 1yo no. 3&4, 


1.? x?x38. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


306 
1, ATOM 
AOY+ 
+ Arop iow = 


(а) Stamp: 108 муо. 
Land Walls. Near tower дуд. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Lendmaner, 149 по, 15. 
[2] DAI (Ist) neg. 6596 (cast). [3] Mamboury’s notes (from 
cast). [4] Mango's notes (from cast). 

(b) Stamp: rro x о, 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
і,РхРх жо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(c) Stamp: 110 x сс. 
Great Palace. Area Ab. Collapsed vault: 1, 
i. 350 X 320 хо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(d) Several variants. 
Stamp: approximately 116 x 52. 
Kalenderhane Cami. North-east corridor, north wall door- 
filling: (one) 1. North-east corridor, arch: (one), North-east 
carridor, arch filling: (two) 2. Vault of east cross-arm, north 
side: (two) 3. Bema, main arch restoration of the crown: (three) 
4. Apse of North Church: (one). North Church, rubble under 
apse: (one) $, Fy: (one). F4: (two), Bz/1t (one), Bz/2: (four). 
Вҙ/т: (one), North-east corridor: (five) 6. Unknown: (sixty) 
7-16. 


212 CATALOGUE 


1?x?X36.2.2 X2 438, 3, X2 X 43. 41? X X39. 6:348 X 
(315) *42. 6. 360 x (170) хдо, 7,365 X35] X43. 8.365 X 343 X 
41. 9, 365 X(263) хат. 10. 360 X358 x 42. 11. 365 x 48 хар, 
12.363 X353 X45. табох X49. 14. 360 X 440 X 42. 

14. 3650 X 360 X a7. 16, 762,% 360 X 16. 

[т] Peschlow, 'Erickscarngpis", B1 т (illustration compiled from 
several variants]- || 


AKDMHAOY 


307 
t. АТМ 
НАОҮ 


+ Алдо 

(а) Pendik. Tombs. 
[1] Meliopoulos, 'Panteichion', 456 по. 2. [3] J. Kaleh. 109.5. 
(3) Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 42 5 (mentioned). 


UNCERTAIN SPELLING 


зоб 
t, ЖАТ, ©] 
MHA[OY 
+ AL o]une[ov 
(a) Stamp: ? x so. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 


1.? X? X40 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


CIRCULAR 
МОМНАСУС 


309 
1, ЕПІМОМНАОҮСЕПАРХОҮ around central 
Елі AuojiijBonc tnapyou around central monogram no. 61 
(Рещт)с). 
А central monogram is otherwise unknown on brickstamps from 
Constantinople, with the exception of the circular stamps with 
central Ж. Considering the formula used, the central monogram, 
and the circular shape, it is tempting to suggest that this stamp was 
not, as Sorlin-Dorigny claimed, ona brick, but on a glass weight. 
For a glass weight with the inscription + Елі Тобумою влбрубч 
around a central box monogram that is probably to be resolved Еті 
Машрікіот, see Buckton, Byzantium, 89 по, 88. 
(а) Date: after $18 and possibly after c ўзо. See Part LL, Ch. 5, sect. 
за. " 
From а garden near Sultan Bayazit Camu, 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 90-91 по, 3%. 
[2] Mordtmann, ‘Diomedes’, 23 no. 2. [3] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 269 no. 99. [4] Mango, "Brick Stamps’, 26. 
[5] РАКЕ, 1н. 422 s.v. Diomedes 3, where it ts again suggested 
that the individual is to be identified with Diomedes з (РРО 
(Orienus) 572). [6] Manacorda, “Во laterizi’, 147. 


310 
t. ev 
AIOXMH 
AOAYC 
[I]NT[I]B 
ПС) 
Oro) зоре] Avprdove Гу(біктімес) ШУ 


"(a) Dare: бөҙ/4 ог 518/19 оғ 33/4 See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect, ad, 
Behind Agir Efendi Caddesi (hence from vicinity of remains 
destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi), 

[r] Maletskos, ‘Plinthos’, 178, pl. 53.7; 


зі 
қүр В 
AIOXMH 
AOAVC 
INPIB 
IC 


Eroi yapre Мошубогюе ім(біжаиймос) 817" 


Bera altered to gamma by addition of horizontal har. 1t seems less 
likely that the bar is a numerical marker. 


(а) Stamp: гїї diameter. — | 
Date: papig or ¢19/20 or 534/53. See Part I, Ch, g хест. 2d, Ch. 
опо. у 


Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokag:: 
(numerous) т. 

Lx? x со, 

[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


TABULA ANSATA 
AIOMHAOY 


312 


E. 


+ATOMPLA 
^ utNAere ^ 


Monogram па, 55 (Могоріжіом) 
+ Mohou tvB(ueriimoc)s e" a X 


The significance of the alpha and lambda in the ansae of the tabula 
is uncertain, Note the crack beginning to develop at the base of the 
roundel, 
(a) Stamp: tabula 128 x 43; roundel diameter 49 horizontally, 
Dare: 582 or $96/7. See Part I, Ch. 5, sect, 14. 
Land Walls. Near Silivri Кари 1. 
[2 x? 37, once in Robert College, [AM 74.3 PT. 
[1] Curtis, Broken Bits, ii no. 82. [2] Van Millingen, Walls, 26% 
(mentioned) where it is erroneously srated that the bricks were 
found ‘west of the Gas Works at Yedi Коші", [3] Meyer-T'lath 
and Schneider, Landmauer, тта па, 30.1. [4] Manga, 'Brick 
Stamps’, hg. 4. [5] Mango's notes (rubbing), 
Unknown: 1-2, 





CATALOGUE 211 


г. (190) X (245) хат, once in Robert College, hobnail imprints 


| made before stamping, АМ 129, 2. удо x 327 38-42, AM 167. 


[1] Mango's nores (rubbing) (т). Га) Bardill negs. 94.7.6 (1), 
Q4. TIO. 19à, 204, эта (2). 


| 313 Й 
1. АФАТОМНА 
^ ^uae ^ 
+ MoyurBou Iv8(uctrvac)s ve^ 1), 


| А roundel containing monogram no. 55 (Mapikíov) has broken 
off Ще die. The significance of the alpha and lambda in the алғас of 
| the tabula is unclear. 


(а) Stamp: 125 x до. 

| Date: $82 ог $96/7. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. 1a. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. At the battom of the rotundas (apsidal 
(Building found in 1912). 
[т] Mamboury's nates. 

i (b) Stamp: 128-112 x 42-43. 

- Date: 582 ог 556/7, See Part IL, Ch. 5, sect. та. 
Unknown: 1-2. 

1. (збо) x (220) x ра, AM 344. 2.337 X 3203 36, AM 130, 

[т] Вага negs. 94.7.7 (2); 95.6.19, 20 (т). 

| (с) Stamp: 130 x 45. 

Dare: £82. See Part IT, Ch. т, sect. та and Ch. 11, sect. 7. 

Beyazit, site of three churches. 

[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


314 
г. Same as 312 or 313. 
(a) Stamp: (116) х(43). 
Dare: $82 ar $96/7. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. 12, 
Unknown: 1. 
1.?x?*360-35, AM 195. 
[1] Bardili neg. 94.11.31. 
(b) Date: Ёз or 596/7. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. 1a. 
Land Walls, Kerkoporta. 
[1] Mordtmann, '"Diomedes', 23 no. 1. 


SS c NM MM s EN SE —— Md 


31% 
т. -AIOM[HA] 
SINA[.. .] 


3- Алор тё јох ivl.. .] 


The distribution of the letters suggests that this stamp was їп Fact a 
tabula ansata. It is unclear whether the roundel (presumably 
containing monogram по, 55) had broken off the die (cp. 313.1} or 
off the brick, 
(а) Date: 582-602. See Part lI, Ch. 5, sect. та. 
Baths of Zeuxippus. In st on a pier at IB (presumably 
Building т}, 
[т] Gray, "Briekstamps', 54 no. 22. [1] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 265 no. 29, 


Oe ee A 


316 
т. jPALOMLAAS] A 
IMNAe[...] ^ 
+ Алооо] мб метибмос)з [. . Ла ГО dy. 
Ir is unclear whether the roundel (presumably containing 
monogram по. 55) had broken off the die (cp. 313.1) or off the 
brick, 
(а) Stamp: tabula (79) x 46. 
Date: 582-602. See Part П, Ch. 5, sect, та. 
Myrelaion, Debris, upper church, east end. 
[т] Talbor Rice, 'Bodratm Carni, 173, fig. 11 по, 12. [3] Talbot 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


AIOC, AIOY 





SINGLE-LINE 


317 
1. JBAPAIOL 


] Bapt ) Атос 


(a) Land Walls. Golden Gate. 
[1] Mango, "Brick Stamps", 20, fg, 2 (bottom). 


MULTIPLE-LINE 


зве T6900. Ta. 


CIRCULAR 


318 
т. | ay 
АТХОУҮ 
INAIB 
IPC 
Giso) yapt Алту ім(біктіймос) 183" 
(а) Stamp: 110 diameter, 
Dare yo3/4 ог 18/19 ог 533/4. See Part TI, Ch. 9, sect, ad, Ch. 
тс fo. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sakagr (many), 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


319 
1, бу 
INXBI 
АТАС 
IRC 


СҚко)% yame ім(біктійуес) [B] ^ Albu 


Beta altered to gamma by addition of horizontal bar. It seems less 
likely that the har is a numerical marker. 
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(а) Stamp: 120 diameter, 
Date: %о4/5 or 519/20 ог 934/5. See Part I, Ch. o, sect. 2d, Ch. 


ro no. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi: (mary) 1. 
т. 380 x? X $4. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

AIO[ 

320 

1. ЦПИАВААЛЕОТ 

ім(біктиймос) ó ау) Ало[ 


298.1, which has a similar lozenge-shaped omicron, may indicate 
that the name abbreviation is complete. Note the horizontal bar 
joining the iota and omicon (cp. 286.1, 295.1). 
(a) Stamp: (168) x 3o. 

Fethtye Camit; 1. 

I. joo X ? € so, broken, 

[1] Mango's notes. 


321 
1. IN€BA AIO[ 
імбіктімос) є" Bai ) Ло 
(а) Stamp: (132) X 32 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (228) x (179) «40-45, АМ оо, 
[т] Bardill neg. 94.5.25. 


NI Mae. — 800000 


Мо accessory 
322 
1, ОДАВГМІЗ 
+ iv(Suecrdvoe) y Bal) Ао() 


(а) Stamp: 142 x 30, 
Unknown: т, 
і. AM (CK) no. 9, 370 x 379 60. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, [2] Mango's notes. 


323 
1, ІМЕЛЕДАО 
ім(биюдиймос) et” Ве) Aol) 


(a) Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building t or 2. 
[1] Gray, "Brickstamps', 54 по, зо, [2] Mamboury, ‘Nouvelle 
lecture’, 123, 124: 


324 
1. IDIAIASOA 


Ao У Ba ) tv(Gneniówoc) са” 


(a) Stamp: 172 x 15. 
South of the "Bath" building beside the Myrelaion rotunda, 
towards the sea: 1. 
I. 310 X 510 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


325 
а. JBAAO 


] Bat) Aol) 
(a) Stamp: (110) x 34. 
Kalenderhane Camu. Unknown: 1. 


Ta (190) X (175) x 42. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', A8. 


326 
г. ТИГЛВААО 
(бакте) [. .] Pai) Ав) 


The stamp may have been broken in two, or the mdiction may have 
been carved away. 


(a) Stamp: (41) x o and 92 x 39 with gap of 1o. 
Fenari fsa Camii 1. 
1.2 X? X 48-51, АМ тёз. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, Fenari 
Isa Camii’, fig. до по. 15: |3) Bardill negs. 94.12.92, тоа, 


жез „= 


Accessory Ї 


327 | 
г INGIPREBAAOI 
ім(біктійуос) e + (in leaf or heart) К(іңм)е Bat ) Ao( )1 
(a) Stamp: 145 хаб, 
Date: 416/17 or 43 1/2. See Part LL, Ch. 9, seer. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: (numerous) 1-2. 
1,38; x365 x50. 2. 400 X 370 X $C. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. (2) Bardill and Greatrex, ‘Antiochus’, 
fig. 24. [3] DAI (Ist) negs. KB 1498 and 1506 (apparently the 
same die). 
Unknown: 1. 
1, 377 X (240) X 42-552, AM 424. 
[т] Bardill пер. 95.10.292, зоа. 
(b) Stamp: 140 x 35. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. Sec Part II, Ch. ә, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: (very numerous) 1-2. 
1.380 «475 X $5. 2,385 M 364 ху. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


Accessory К. 


328 

і. INVIBAAOR 
імібіктизуос) [y] 6v Pal) Aol ) x 
Gamma altered to delta by the addition of a diagonal stroke. 





(a) Stamp: 148 x 18, 
Date: 414/16 or 430/1. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 5, secr. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1. 385 x 370 X ро. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 150 » 18. 
Date: 415/16 ог azoli. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1-2, 
1.375 X 360 X60, 2, 380 x 4380 X 45. 
[т] Mambeury's notes, (2) DAT (Ist) neg. KB 997. 


Accessory А 
329 
і. BJAPAOA 
[ ер() Aol) A 
(а) Land Walls. Edirne Карі. 
[t] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", 89 no. 43. 
339 
І. AOM 
1А )А 
(а) Stamp: (70) x 2 5. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. 


LxPxa. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ri 


Accessory M 


331 
т. INBIBAAOW 


Шм(біктивуос) [h* Ве) доби 
(а) Unknown. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 5473. 


Accessory П 


332 
1. INABAPAOIT 


імбіктйуос) а” Вор) Ло ) я 


(a) Stamp: 146-150 хаз. 
Date: 417/18 or 432/3. See Part IL Ch. o, sect. 1b. 


Palace of Antiochus: (many) 1-2. 


1. 490 X 450 x ? 2. 375 x (110), animal footprints, AM 34. 


[1] Maniboury's notes. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 1564. 
[3] Mango s notes, [4] Bardill neg. 94.2.21. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. 392 X (190) хус, AM то, 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.1.153. 

(Б) Stamp: туо x22. 
Date: 417/18 ог 4532/3. See Part II, Ch, о, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: (numerous) 1. 
1.455 X 340/300 ха, 
D] Mamboury’s notes, [2] Mango's notes. 
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333 | 
1, ПОУАЧАМІ 
iv(Buertüvoc) а” Во) Ao( ) я 
(a) Stamp: 142 каб, IF dy 
Date: 417/18 or 432/3. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. rh: 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
I, px pe go, 
[17] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


s 


AOMN( ) 


354 | 
1. JBAAOMN 


1Ве() Лору) 


The Talbot Rice archive preserves rubbings of fragments from 

the Myrelaion reading just INEI (Le. іу(біктібеас) ev [), but 

they apparently do not complete 334.14, as suggested by the 

illustration in Talbot Rice, "Bodrum Camii’, 173, fig. 11 no. 1. 
(a) Stamp: (94) x23. 

‘Bath’ building beside the Myrelaion rotunda: (опе), Myrelaion 


debris: (one). 
[т] Talbot Rice, "Bodrum Camis’, 173, fig. 11 по. 1. [2] Talbor 
Rice archive (rubbing). 

33$ 

1. INXSBAAOMN 


iv(Guxtiavec) 6/0" Вох ) Дормі,) 

(a) Stamp: 140 х 3c. 
Sea Walls, Berween the "Tower of Belisarius' and the Harbour 
of Sophia. 
[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaláste, 3 no. т, 
[2] Schneider, *Ziegelstempel', 264 по. 8. [3] Mamboury’s 
notes, 


AOMNOY 


SINGLE-LINE 
336 
т. INAZBAAOMNG 
{уб{їктибүос) C* а() Аби» 
(a) Stamp: 192 x ус. 

Rumeli Hisar, Loose: 1. 


1,?x?x348H. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


216 


MuLriPLE-LINE 


337 
1. “АО 


МЧОҮ 


+ Aóuvou 
(a) Stamp: 84 x 65. 
Unknown: 1-4. | 
1. ЗАМ (CK) no, 18, 365x355 хто. 2-4, IAM (CK). 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze), [1] Mango's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 87 x 66. 
Наша Eirene. Southern side of atrium 1. 
1.355 3355 41. 
[т] George, Sc. Erene, pl. тё no. 12. 
(c) 5tamp: 84 x 67. 
Date: 533-35. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Debris from the collapsed barrel vault in the 
substructures of the west wing of the Justinianic atrium: t. 
1, 365 x? x 45. 
[1] Schneider, 'Ziegelstempel', 266 no. $2. [2] Schneider, 
Westbof, 26 no. 3. [3] Mango's notes (from rubbing). 
(d) Date: c $32/3. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of the west doors, demolished 
November 1873. 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, 'Inseripaons', 87 по, 20, [2] Leclereq, 
"Estampilles', col. 546 по. 8a. 
(е) Stamp: 85 хо. 
Unknown: т, 
1. Once in Robert College, ? x ? x 36. 
[1] Mango's notes, 
. Probably the sameas type 1 
(a) Stamp: ? x бо. 
Great Palace. Berween areas Ab and Ac: 1. 


1. ? x? € 48-40, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


. +АО 
WAR 
+ Aduvou 
(a) Stamp: 94 x78. 
Date: c.532/5. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Hagia Sophia, Wall with exedras, Caferiye Sokağı: 1. 
1. ура X350 хдо, mortar with crushed brick and coarse sand 
adhering. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 
(b) Stamp: 8 x 8a. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 2. 
1.350 x? x 40. 
[13 Mambaury"s notes, 
(c) Date: after 532. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. с. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building т or 2. 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps", 53 no. тт, 


ЖАО 
MN 


+ Лору 


CATALOGUE 


(a) Stamp: 85 x65. 
Walls of Nessebar, Payement no. 5 of tower no, 2: (four) 1. 
і. 342 Х 340 X 40. 
[1] Ognenova-Marinova, 'Briquesa', 114 nos. 16, 17, 18, 19, and 
115 fig. 169. 
(Б) Stamp: 87 * 7e. 
Fenari Isa Camii 1. 
1. (337) x (305) x 38-42, AM туу. 


E [т] Mango's notes (rubbing). Га) Mango and Hawkins, Fenari 


isa Camu’, fig. 39 no. т. [3] Sodini, L'Artisanat’, 74, fig. 1 no. 
з. [4] Bardill пер. 94.11.82, 9a, тоа, 
(c) Stamp: 85 хуу. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. IAM (CK) no. 29, ? x ? x 4o. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Stamp: 85 x77. 
Unknown: r 
1. MSBK шу, 6205, 320 x (1290) ж? 
[1] MSBK neg. G205a. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 2345 (cast). 
[3] Mamboury's nores (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast), 


ӯ. +A0M 

NOY 

+ Абцуор 

(a) Stamp: 98 x 55. 
Land Walls. Blachernai region: т. 
т. MSEK inv. drop (200) x (172) x? 
[1] Dethier, "Makrikày", 166 по, TE’, pl. ТА" no. 14. [2] MSEK 
neg. 6199a. [3] DAI (Ist) neg, 2349 (cast). [4] Mamboury's 
notes (from cast). [1] Mango's notes (from cast). 


338 | 
1. +THCN 
EACAO 
WNOV 
тйс véac (Їмбистиймос ?) Aópvov 
(a) Stamp: 172 x 92. 
Dare: го7- 11. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level zoo": 1. Level доб: 2, 
т. No, 638. 2; No. 392. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x 35. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 211, Bé. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
5:41.32 (1). 


539 0 
1. +HCN 


EACAO 

M[NJO[V] 

+ (thie бас (іубгктійуос 2) Абу} 

The initial cross was perhaps intended to stand for the tau. 
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(a) Several variants. 
Stamp: approximately с x 89. 
Kalenderhane Сати. Сб Turkish wall: 1, Vault of east cross- 
arm, north side: (one). Unknown: (two) 2-4. 
1.(123) х(115)х 38. 2. 357 352 X44. у MZ X 355 X37 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', B35 (illustranon compiled from 
several varrants). 


AOMNOY AIAK(ONOY) 
Accessory К. 


342 
1, -IHAAZA 


MOLOZ 
MOYTAL 
Ай+ёлА 


кз-іубііктіймнд В“ Абиуоо Bax(óvou)s + for ) 


(а) Stamp: 108 хоз. 
Date: $1 5/16. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
Sr Polyeuktos. Level 84: т. Level 165: 2, Level 702*: 3. Level 


828: 4, Level 898: 5. Level дуу 6. Level тоот": 7-8, Unknown: 


9. 

1. No. 312. 2. No. 100. 3. No. 622. 4. No. gog. $, No. 685. 
ё. No. $19. 7. No. 655. 8, No, 659, 9. No. 1325. 

Notes: 1-9. One brick measures ? x? x 35—45. 

[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps", 211, Ву, [1] Saraçhane archive negs. 
§-40.13a (1), 9.10.18 (9), 9.12.2 (4). 


May or may not bave carried an accessory 
341 
t. XC 
МОЇ 
АНУОЇ 
MOTH 
Possible readings include: 
[Bu Je(óvos)s [A}oufvjou Бо). учы (2) 
ГАУутам оо Pafi ) к]би(ттос) Пуді|х(тиймос)в (2) 
(а) Stamp: (87) « 9o. 
Unknown: 1. 
г. (215) «(190) x 47-50, АМ 118. 
[1] Bardil! negs. 94.9.8; 94.56.172—192- 


APOCEPIA 


342 
t. ІТІНСМЕА 
c 
APOCEPs 
[Jie véac (іубіктібуес 2) Apocep( {as 


The missing tau in line т was possibly in liganire with the left-hand 
upright of the following eta. 


(а) Stamp: 127 x 74. 
Date: 507-22. Sce Part IT, Ch. 5, sect, 22. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 3987: 1. 
1, No. 712,7? x? x 35-38. қ 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 214, B29. 1 З бусів archive neg. 
9.7.2. 


343 
t. +THCN 
EAC 
APOCCPIA 
+ tfc veo (Їмбіктиймос ?) Apocepic 
(a) Stamp: 155 x87. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
t. Once in Robert College, ? 4? x45. 2. Once in Robert 
College, ? x ? x 45, АМ гө: (old number 3302) 
[1] Mango's nores (rubbings) (1-2). [2] Вага negs. 94.11.26, 
27а (2). 
344 
ї. [« TIHCN 
[&A]CA[T] 
[OC€ PIA 
[+ Fic v[£er]e бубіктизуос ?) Afpoce]pia 


(а) Hebdomon (Bakırköy). 
[т] Dethier, "Makrikóy', 162 по A", рі. TA’, по, 1с“, 


АФ) 


345 

т. IMV BV AQ) 

ім(Виютиймос) а^ Bad ) Аа) 

(a) Stamp: 145 x 32. 
Remains іп the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Piyer Loci 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokagi and Klod Farer Caddesi: 1. 
1, 400 X 360 хо, 
(11 Mambeury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari Isa 
Саған”, 183 no. 16 (mentioned). 


346 
t. INKBAW 
їм(бистибімоє) с E ВГ) Ав) 
(а) Stamp: 139 x 34- 
Fenari Isa Cami: 1. 
Lt. 2X? хто, AM бо. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 
Isa Сати’, һе. до no. тб. [3] Bardill megs, 94.10.62, 7а. 


347 
1. ІМЕВАҮЛІ 
ім(бистийнос) В“ [o ) Аю) 


Indietion theta possibly altered from eta. 
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(а) Stamp: 163 «12, 
Date: 440/1 (or 42 5/6), See Part II, Ch. тт, sect. 2. 
5: Polyeuktos. Level 1005*: 1. Unknown: 2. 
т. No. 647, 2. No. 145, 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x £0-60. 
[1] Hill, ‘Bricksramps’, 208, Ау. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9. 11.162 (2). 


348 
1, INCIVWE GBA AO) 
iv(Guetivoc) ev” + (in leaf or heart) K(6pi)e Bol ) Ao ) 


(a) Stamp: таў 24. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Fart IL Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1. 390 x 3B хо, І 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, Fenari за 
Camii', 183 no. 16 (mentioned). 


349 
1, IN . BBACD 
itv(Gucniawoc) . B^ B(a) Лек) 
(a) Stamp: ідо x 3o. 
Cistern of Actius: L 
І. 400 X 190 X 65. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari Isa 
Cami’, 183 no. 16 (mentioned). 


A[ 

34° 

т. INXBAA[ 
ім(биктішуое) ЛЕ” ра) АГ 
(a) Stamp: (135) «10. 


Date: 422/3 or 413/4 or 437/8 ог 438/9. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 


1t. 
Cistern on Saraselviler Caddesi. 
[т] Mamboury's nores. [2] Mangos notes. 


331 
L INAIXHATA[ 


{еёкт@їос) 7 Bap() AL 
iv(Bueriwoc) 8v s фар() АГ 
(а) Stamp: (182) 28 (ends) 32 (centre). 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928: т. 
І. хрр, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


352 
1, INIBAPA . [ 


ім(бижтиймос) v Bap( ) А. [ 
(a) Stamp: (142) x(22). 
Unknown: 1. 
т. Once in Robert College, ? х? * 40. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). 
353 
i. IMITA[ 
імбіктизудс)лү” А 
(a) Stamp: (71) x (28). 
Мутеїмоп debris. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 


354 
i. ІМІАНУЧАЦ 
Цү(бтктиізуос) 187 Вор AL 


(а) Stamp: (Hg) x (26). 
Myrelaion church. Upper church, east end. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 


EAI) 
See HAN ), EAN ). 


EAAAAIOY 
Accessary А 
355 
I. ЗЄЛЛА. 
MORJA 
главара 
(а) Stamp: 127 x 68. 
Date: 333-35. Sec Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: 1. 
1. 465 X 350 X 6o. 
[1] Mango's notes (irom rubbing). 


EAAL. J 


356 
т. ЈМАЛЄЛАГ. 1 
Пу(біктғос) a "ЕЛА. .] 
(а) Stamp: (116) ну. 
Fethiye Camii 1, 
т. ? x? x so, fragment. 
[т] Mamboury's nates. 











ЕЛА[ - ]ICIMI 


387 
1. «САЛТ 
ІСІМІ 
ЗЕМ -hewl 
(а) Stamp: (62) к бо; 
Unknown: 1. 
т, 1x? x 30-40, once in Robert College, AM гоз. 
[т] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Вага neg. 94.8.24. 


EATI() 
358 
t. ІМНЕАП 
ім(біктибмос) 8 Eint} 
The square theta was possibly created by altering an eta. 


(а) Stamp: 140 x 32. 
Unknown: т, 
1. ЗАМ (CK) no. 28, зуба «350 x50. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango's nores. 


359 
1. ТЙ1ЇАЕАП 
імбіктібмас) ма "ЕАл() 
(a) Stamp: rop х28, 
Unknown: 1, 
т. [AM (СК) по. 89, 350%? уз, 
[1] Mamboury's notes, [2] Mango's notes. 


EAIII( ) 


360 
1. INIAEATII 
iv(Guetuivoec) ia” "Elm ) 
(a) Stamp: 142 x 28, 
Palace of Antiochus. 


[т] Mango's notes. 


361 
і. IMIACATITI 


iv(uetiaivec) 87 "ЕАли( ) 


(a) Stamp: 140 x 28. 
Date: 415/16 or 4ҙо/т. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
t, 360 X здо хо. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
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362 
1. [TINV IBAEATII 


ГПу(біктібуос) [y] бі" pe ) EX) | 
Gamma altered ro delta by rhe additioifof a diagonal stroke. 


(а) Stamp: t po хай. 
Date: 415/16 or 430/1. See Part TI, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 


Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.375 Хубо x ba. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 
363 
і. IM AEIEAITI 


їмб(їктї@үос) e “EArt ) 

(а) Stamp: 148 x jo. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. tb. 
Unknown: 1-3. 
1. убо хуго X 4575 3, AM 291. 1. 360% 355 X 52-65, АМ уд. 
3. 360 x 362 x 48-512, AM 418. 
[т] Bardill 95.2.92, 102; 95.2.342, 362; 95.4.93, тта, 112; 
gy. Io.172, 18a. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.350 X350 хбо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango's nores. 


2. ТИАЕТЕЛПІ 
ivG(uctuivec) шї” “Edm ) 


(a) Stamp: 147 x31. 
Date: 416/7 or 431/2. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: т, 
1, 370 X 360 x 6o. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


у. ІМАЕТЕЛПІ 
імб/четиймос) ev” "EXm( ) 
(a) Stamp: 148 х 3o. 


Date: 416/7 or 431/2. See Part IT, Ch. ә, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1-3. 


1.350 4342 X60. 1.380 x 380 4 уз. 3.350 X350 X бу, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ЕПНФАМІОУ | |/ 
See ЕГІФАМІОУ, ЕГІНФАМІОУ. 


ЕПП) 


364 
1. INBBVETII 


ім(биютибмос) B^ Bad ) Emi ) 


220 


(a) Stamp: 162 x 30, 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul?) 1. 
1,385 x(125) х47-бо. 
] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, fig, те по, 13. [1] Schneider, 
"Zicgelstempel', 264 no. 9- 
365 
і. ІПІЗШІИІ 
iv(Guctubvoc) i^ "Em ) 


(a) Stamp: 135 x 18. 
Unknown: r- 
т. Fragment, збо X ? x го, ТАМ 16. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ЕПІЛІОҮ ПРЕСВҮТЕРОҮ 


366 

т. “ЕПІЛІ 
ОҮПРЕВ 
ҮТЕРОҮ 


+ "Елібіоо пре(с)Вотёроо 


(a) Court of Fatih Camii, 
[1] Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 266 no. ўт. 


ЕПІТР() 


367 
т. JBAGIIITP 


1 Воб) 'Entsp( ) 
(a) Stamp: (107) х 26. 


Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 


(Beyaz), 1928: 1. 
1.? x? x40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


EIIIDANIOY, ETIHDANIOY 


SINGLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION 
368 
т. ENIFANIBAI2 
"Exupavioo 8178 
(a) Stamp: 114 x 42. 
Date: 420/1. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 566*: 1. Level 671: 2. Level 859: 3. 
1. Mo. 1274. 2. No. 332. 3. No. 441. 
Mores: 1-3. One brick measures ? x? x 30-15. 


CATALOGUE 


[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 208, A8. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.12.11 (1). 

Unknown: 1. 

г. (31e) x(z45) x 35743, AM 255. 

[1] Ваг! negs. 94.15.21, 22. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
= 


369 

1. ҮОПИАФІПЭ-- 
+ Exvecviow 
(a) Stamp: 110 хдо. 


Date: 557-12. See Part IL, Ch. о, sect. та, 

St Polyeuktos, Level 133 (fallen vault, debris): 1. Level 165: 2. 
Level 367: 3. Level 3817: 4-5. Level 684: 6, Level 745*: 7. Level 
R31*: 8. Level Вот": 9. Level 948: то, Level 977": тт. Level дод": 
із. Level 1017*: 13. Level 10207: 14. Level 10297: 15. Level 
1059: 16, Level 1072: 17-18. Level 1092*: 19. Level 11407: то. 
Level 1159*:21. Level 1162*: 22, Level 1362"; 23. Level 1380^: 
24. Level 1451: 26. Wall west of slip road: 26-7. Unknown: 
28-51. 

1. No. 9z. 2. No. rip у Мо. 747. 4. No, 758. f: Мо. 795. 

6. No. 1322. 7.Мо. сто, 8. No. 639. 9 No. 583. то. No. 748. 
11. No. 489. 12. No. 532. 13. No. 1072. 14. No. 1273. 15. No. 
1285. 16. No. E75. ту. Mo, 1271. 18. No. 1308. 19. I0. 642. 
іо. No. 1261. 21. No. 1229. 12. No. 1223. 23. No. 1 114. | 
24. No. ттуу. 25. No. 1321. 16, No. 127. 27. No. 128. 28. No, 

749. 29. Mo. 1301, зо. Mo, 1322. 31. No. 1366. 

Notes: 1-31. One brick measures ? x ? x 35. 

[11 Hill, "Brickstamps', 228, Ag, [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 


9.12.10. 


Міиі.ТІРІМК-ІЛМЕ 


1. “ЕПНФ 
ANIOY 


+ “Елтурауиу) 
(a) Stamp: 120 x 55. 


Balaban Aga Mescidi: т. 
1.2 Xx? хат, LAM 57. 
[1] Mango's notes (from squeeze). 


(b) Stamp: гої x6a. 


Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault, great wall at the 
bottom. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


. -eEIIHO 
ANTOLY] 
+ Emeavio[u] 
(а) Stamp: 118 х (go). 


Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935738, 
Mamboury gives location as "В", 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


371 (no entry) 


CATALOGUE 221 
EPMIA IIPECBYTEPOY EPMOTE() 
MULTIPLE-LINE ЕРМОГ() 
372 377 Тақ, 
і. [4EP]MIA т. +INAIKS[+ ЕРІМОГІ )5 around ж | 
[П]ВҮТЄР& -іубікітибуос) c5 [+ Ep]uoy{ )s around Ж 
[*'Ep]yta [n(pec)]Bwrépou (a) Stamp: roo diameter. 


(a) Dare: after 532. See Part П, Ch. ә, sect. 2с. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. Near the large сои. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: approx. (За) х 66, 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. 
Room north-west of Hall С. 
1. ? x ? x an, debris, no, 73. 
[1] GPI, рі. 1420. 73. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 


373 
і. "ЄРМІА 
ПРЕБҮТЕР« 


“Ерші zpe(c)Buzipou 
(а) Stamp: 163 64; inner border 154 x 52. 
Fenerbahge. Cistern; 1. 
1. 363 Х 352 X до, lines around stamped face of brick 45 mm. 
from edge. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


374 
1. "Ерріа n(p)e(c)Bur(épou) 
Paspates does not indicate the shape of the stamp, but the length of 
the inscription suggests thar it filled more than one line. 
(а) Near the Binbirdirek стега, 
[1] Paspates, Byzantinai Meletat, 366. 


SiNGLE-LINE OR MULTIPLE-LINE 
375 
т. ТЕРМІА 
ГЕрша 
(а) Hebdomon (Bakırköy). 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", 92 по, 46, 


376 
1. JMIA 
“Ерініс 
(а) Stamp: (о mm. from centre of M to right-hand edge) х 37. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle areain 1935-38. 
Mamboury gives location as "Ас": 1. 
1,2 x?x$42. 
[т] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 
1. [AM tag, ? x ? хс, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


Remainder, box 38, neg. 234. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as [2]. 


Date: after 475. See Part I, Ch. та no. ra. 

Land Walls, Pteron. 

[1] Meyer-Plarh and Schneider, Landmaner, 150 no. 27.1, 

[2] Mamboury, "Chrisme'? 45 5 по. 5. [3] DAI (Ist) negs. 6602 
and KB 448. 


EPMOTE() 
378 
1. +EP 
MOT € 
DA[.] 
'Eppoye{ ) ім(бостиїммос) [ .] 
(a) Stamp: 91 horizontal diameter. 
Tokludede Mescidi. 
[1] Mamboury’s nates (squeeze), 
(b) Stamp: 93 horizontal diameter х 82 vertical diameter. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
т. (325) x (136) x 42, AM 69, 2,378 х 360 x 40, АМ ст (old no. 
possibly 240 or 349). 
[т] Bardill neg. 94.4.2c (1). 


EY() 
ЕҮ() 


379 
1. INVEY 
Їм(биктибмос) а” Ехо ) 
(а) Stamp: 170 x 55. 
Unknown: t. 


1. Fragment, 380 x ? x 4-50, LAM 29. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


380 
1. INGEX 
ім(бистиймогс) є" EÀ( ) 


(a) Stamp: (137) x 23. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
Baz: 1. 
1, ? x ? x46, по, 36. 
[1] GP I, pl. га no. 36. [2] Talbot Rice archive photo. 


2. MECCA 
iv(Gucrdvac) є" ЕМ) 
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(а) Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 193 5-38. Site 
Ви, building north-west of church, debris: т. 
r1, 2X 1 RAG, по, 33. 
[1] GP T, pl. 14 no. 33. [2] Talbot Rice archive photo. 
(b) Stamp: Approx. 158 x28. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1955-38. Site 
Bs: r. 
І. збо x 360 X фо, In Site, nO. 79. 
[1] GP T, pl. 14 no. 79. 


351 
1. [INJBIBAC'Y 
Пу(біктіймееіі Ви" Bed ) ЕХ) 
(a) Stamp: (93) x21. 
Unknown: 1. 
t. MSBE no. unknown. 
[1] Schneider, 'Ziegelstempel", 265 no. 20. [2] DAL (Ist) neg. 
2337 (cast). [3] Mamboury’s notes (from cast). [4] Mango's 
notes (from cast). 


382 
т. INTIBAEY 
iv(Gneti@voc) үз!) Ёз) 
(a) Stamp: 175 x 3o. 
Land Walls. Golden Gate: т. 
1.? x?x40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
z. INLIBAEY 
ім(біктиймос) y Bal ) EW ) 
(a) Stamp: 141 x22. 
Date: 429/36 ог 444/5 or 459/60. See Part IL, Ch. r1, sect. 3. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Hexagon: 1. 
т. 380 x ? x38. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 
3. INLIBYEA 
ite(Gucriwvoc) yt (о ) ЕҢ ) 
(a) Stamp: 175 X 24. 
Date: 429/30 or 444/5 or 459/60, See Part II, Ch. r1, sect. з. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Hexagon: 1. 
1.370 X? X40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


383 
1. INAIBAEV 
ім(бистиймос) бі” е() ЕХ) 


(а) Stamp: 173 Х 24. 
Date! 430/1 or 445/6 or 46/1. See Part IT, Ch. тт, sect. 3. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Hexagon: 1. 
1.2? X? x50, 
[+] Mamboury"s notes. 

2. INAIBAEY 
iv(Sucrubvoc) бі” Рі ) ЕМ) 
One of Mamboury's drawings shows the indiction clearly. 


(а) Stamp: 148 x zo. 
Date: 43o/1 or 445/6 or 4625/1. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 17, sect. y. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Hexagon: 1. 
I, x? хо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


384 
1. ТИЄТВАЄХ 
Әу(біктайуас) e^ Ba ) Eù) 
(a) Stamp: 135 21. 
Dare: 416/17 or 4531/2, See Part IT, Chg, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.400 X395 x48, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's nores. [3] DAI (Ist) neg. 
KB 1503 and KB 1558 (same brick). 
Unknown: 1-2, 
т. 484 X (310) X 45, AM 382. 2. 400 x 380 X 47, AM 265. 
[1] Вата! megs. 94.13.13, 14 (2); 95.8.20, ат (1). 


ЕҮ()5 


38% 
1. INT E YS 


їм(биктиймос) y Ent js 
(а) Stamp: 177 x37. 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of $t Paul?) т. 
т. ууу X (305) x fo. 
[1] Unger, ‘Seraispieze’, fig. ra no. 11. 
a. INTEYS 
iv(Gieriéwoc) y Ex )s 


(a) Silivri. 
[1] Dirmmtelun, “Selymbria’, 32 по, 3. 


586 
і. [IINXEYX 
Пум(блтимос) с 07 ЕҢ )s 
(а) Stamp: (135) х ус. 
Sea Walls, Татре vaults, area Fe: 1. 
.7х7Хх39. 
[1] Mambaury's notes. 
з. INX€ Ye 
iv(Suend@voc) z'/5* Bul )з 
(a) Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
1, 362: уро X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 140 x ge. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: 1. 
I, 370 X 360 х уо. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


CATALOGUE 223 


(c) Stampt ? x 35-42. Mamboury estimates die-length would have 
heen 145. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: т. 
1,372 370 X $0 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 
(d) Numerous variants. 
Great Palace. Arer АҺ, 


[1] Mamboury's notes, 


387 
і.ІМНЕСҮР 


ім(біктиамас) B^ ЕҢ )е 

The theta was possibly created by altering ап eta. 

(а) Stamp: r42 x 37. 
Unknown: 1. 

, 1: МУВК inv, 6194, 380 x 366 x ? 
^ LI] MSBE neg. 61942. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 1348 (cast). 

[3] Mamboury’s notes (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast). 


388 
г [IINIACYS 


Пумблютібумос) va^ ЕҢ )s 


(а) Stamp: (122) (from right-hand upright af nu ro left) x35. 
Date: 42718 ог 442/31 or 457/8, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 


Byzantine drains along the Mese. Opposite Firuz Aga Camit: 1. 


1. 38o хубо x 40, red brick stained with yellow. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


389 
1. INFICY[2] 


{м{(бктїфуос) y Ex Ma] 

(а) Stamp: (139) x yo. 
Kalenderhane Сати. Diakonikon, bera door: 1, 
т. (240) (195) x43. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', A11 a. 

з, [IN]T 1E ҮР 

[tv(Ouccuovac)] yc Ent )є 

(а) Stamp: (130) хаб. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1. 
r. (265) x (250) х 45, one break. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Art c. 


392 
i. IN[.. €Y]2 
ім(биетйуее) [ . . Eu( js 
(а) Stamp: 175 x 30. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: т. 


і. 390 X 382 X 49, 
[1] Pesehlow, "Brickstamps', Алт b. 


391 
1. INAI[(G]Y2 
ім(бистбиғас) dv [Epil js 
(a) Stamp: 172 = (338). ^ dpa 
Sea Walls. Near the montimental staircase, area Fb. 
[т] Mamboury's notes, 


392 
t. JEYS 
]Eà()s 
(а) Stamp: ? x 3o. 
Myrelaion church. East part of church: т. 
1, рх Роду, 


[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


EYATT() 


ЕҮАГ() 


393 
т, INVSEXAT 
Iv(ueruvoc) 70° Epey ) 
(a) Stamp: 143 x53. 
Unknown: т. 
т. MSEE па. unknown, 
[1] DAT (Ist) negs. 2351 and 2336 (cast). [2] Mamboury’s notes 
(from cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


EYAIT() 


394 
1. INTEYATT 
ім(бистибмос) у Eüergy( ) 
(a) Stamp: 139 x 34. 
Kalenderhane Camii, West facade under foot: ғ. 


r (295) (245) х44- 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, A9. 


EYATP() 


395 
т. ]EF AIT 


] Evaryp( ) 


(а) Scamp: (82) x 35. 
Land Walls. Wall between towers отапа aia: 1, 
ete ce 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
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ЕҮӨ() 

396 

т. IN€IEYO[ 
1у(біктфуас) ev ЕЛ 


(а) Stamp: 180 x yo, 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul?): 2. 
1. 370 X (365) x 40745. 
[1] Unger, 'Seraispitze", fig. то no. 9. [1] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 265 no. зо. [1] Mamboury, "Nouvelle lecture’, 
121, 121. 


397 
1. ВАЄҮӨТА 


Paf) ЕҚ Ү(іубіктшізнке) 16° 


(а) Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia, court to the cast of the apse. 
[т] Mamboury's nates. 


EYNOMI() 


CIRCULAR 


398 
1. +INAIROEYNOMIC around central Ж 
+ Їмблк(тиймос) 0" ЕӘуош(Ҙсагонпа central Ж 
(а) Date: after 475. See Part П, Ch. то no. 12. 
Land Walls: 1. 
IL Louvre museum. 
[1] Leval, 'Archaiologika', 619 no. В". [3] Meyer-Plath and 
Schneider, Landmauer, 150 no. 27.3. (3) Mamboury, 
'Chrisme', 45 5 no. б, 


EYII() 


399 5 
1, ДАВНПҮЭНАИІ 
ivo(uktuvoc) y Ето ) fal 


(a) Stamp: (175) x 34. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (220) x (181) хо, AM 45. 
[1) Bardill negs. 94.3.1, 2. 


ЕҮПОСЦ) 


420 
1, ЕУПОСІНАА 


Eiro Йе() а” 
(а) Sramp: 146 x 25. 


, Unknown: 1-4. 
1. 320 X 305 X 40-49, AM тз (old no. 285). 2. 316 x 307 x 48, 
AM r4. 3. 310 X 310 X 44, АМ 296, 4. (255) x (172) x 37, АМ 
431. 
[1] Bardili NEES. ә4-1.292, уса (1), уга (2); 95.2.193, 26a (3); 
95.11.83 (4). 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: г, 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


EYCEBIOY pen 


SINGLE-LINE 


421 
г. НЭОҮЭНИІ 
The bar below the nu is perhaps meant to be a ligature of nu and 
delta rather than an abbreviation mark (cp. 101.1, 409.1). 
iva(uctiavoc) y EbceB[tov] 
(а) Stamp: (82) x 29. 
Kalenderhane Camu. C3/C4 81. 
1. (135) х(туд) x44. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Aroa. 
з. YOIS22Y3H| - ] 
Пмб етибуос)) n' EbceBiow 
(a) Stamp: (78) x 28. 
Kalenderhane Camii, Unknown: 1. 
1. (т ро) x (149) x 44. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps’, Ara b. 


CIRCULAR 


4o2 
т. OYA 
18909 
¥ 
Ефсе|Мот 
(а) Stamp: 65 diameter, 
Unknown: 1. 
n IAM (CK) no, 5, 370 х 365 x 40. 
[1] Mango's notes. 





CATALOGUE 22$ 
EYCTA() 17 
i, РВАЄТСТА 
EYCT() [15 род) бета ) y 
Gamma altered to delta by the addition bba diagonal stroke. 
423 : 


т. INHEYET 
w(orkrivac)n' Бост ) 
(a) Stamp: r46 x 42. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. 363 X 350. X 3543, ғо overlapping stamps, AM 172. 
[т] Bardill negs. 94.10.322, зза. 


04 
т. ТОУЯАЧІАГ 

154 Воб) Ebes( ) 

(а) Stamp: (150) м 35. 
Date: 4390/1 or 445/6 or 46c/1, See Part IT, Ch, rt, sect. 3. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Hexagon. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, до п. 4 (mentioned). 
[2] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


EYCTA() 

405 

n АЇВАЄУСТА 
on” Bol) Ефсто() 
(а) Stamp: ITI x23. 


Beyazit, Soğan Aga (presumably from the church about yoo пі. 


south of Forum Tauri): 1. 

1. 330 x294 X 42-47, LAM 76.1 PT. 

[1] Bardill neg. 92.5.24. 

Church about зсо m. south of Forum Tauri in Sogan Aga: 1. 

L мох 416 X 40. 

(1) Müller-Wiener, "Hagios Agathonikos?’, 18, frg. 4 (omitting 
the iota). 


426 
т. ГЕЄУСТА 
Y BC) Ейста() 
(a) Stamp: 119 хаб, 
Walls found in Alemdar Caddesi during laying of drains. Wall 


above the fountain on the left ac the top of the street: (several) 1. 


1.? x? x40. 

[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Demangel and Mamboury, 
Manganes, до п, 4 (mentioned). 

Unknown: 1. 

т. (233) x (233) * 32-39, AM 262 (old no. 207) 

[1] Bardill neg. 94.13.17. 


(a) Stamp: 149 x29. 
Sounding A, north of St Polyeukros. Level 6: 1. 
1, Mo. 260, ? x? хт, 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps’, 208, Ато, [2] Saraghane archive neg. 


g.TL.T33. 


EYCTA()EYTP() 

408 

1, ]- ВЕҮСТАЕҮТЧ 
].В0) Ebert ) Брі) 


(а) Stamp: (121 from upright of Вега ro right-hand end) х 22. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. 300 Х(275) хао, AM 38a. 
[+] Вага negs. 95.8.16, 17. 


EYCTAOI() 
See ЕУСТАФІЇ ), 


ЕҮСТАФЦ) 

429 

1. ПНЕАГІУФІ 
ivi(uctidivac) y Еостарії ) 


The bar above the nu is perhaps meant to be a ligature of nu and 
delta rather than an abbreviation mark (cp. 121.1, 401.1). 


(a) Stamp: 110 x 32. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. MSEK inv. 6198, здо X 340 X ? 
[1] MSBK neg. 61983. [2] DAI (Ist) negs. 2342 (cast). 
[3] Mamboury"s notes (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast). 


EYT() 
EYT() 


1o 
1. INACYT 


іу(біктібуос) m Eü ) 


(a) Stamp: 172 x 3a. 


226 


Date: 432/3 or 447/8 or 462/3. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. те, 


Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 

1, TAM 6. 2. IAM гу. 

Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x? x «a. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


411 
і. INTBACYT 


ім(баютифуюс) y^ fa) Eùr) 


(а) Stamp: r8o x зо. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bâb-ı Hiimiyiin: 1. 
1.390 хуво x 42. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


412 
t түэүвги 
імібіктійуос) с” е() Eod) 


(а) Stamp: r8o x 11. 
Unknown: г. 
1. LAM, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). 


413 
т. INIBBACYT 
iv(Guerubvoc) AD^ Во) Елоті ) 


(а) Stamp: 195 x32. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: т. 
1.400 X 390 X бо, 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


414 
г. ТҮЭЯПАИІ 
{үбї(ктїймөгс} B^ Ее )] 


(а) Stamp: (180) x15. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, pillar: 1, 
ТЕТЕ» 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


415 

1, ТУЗЯПАНІ» 
жімбіктімдеуір” Ет) 
(a) Stamp: 185 x 34. 


Great Palace. Area Act 1. 
1.2? X? худо, 
[т] Mamboury's nores. 
416 2 
г, JTYSBILAM[ 
Пё кто) 3° Ез )) 


(а) Stamp: 155 x 35. 
Great Palace. Area АБ: 1. 
1.2 x? x40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


CATALOGUE 


417 
r. INTIBACYT 
ім(биктиймос) ух" Ba ) Еки ) 
(a) Stamp: 193 X37. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Berna, fill of south chamber: 1. 
Unknown: 2. 
1, (260) x(240) X 34. 2. (326) х(240) х 37, one break. 
4 — [1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps', A123, b. 
(b) Several variants. 
Stamp: approximately 193 x 27. 
Ealenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1-2. 
т. (152) x (137) € 34... 2. (315) x (270) X 41. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', A12 c, d. 


418 
1. INAIBACYT 


ім(біктійуос) & fof ) Eùr ) 


(а) Stamp: 178 хай, 
Date: 43o/1 or 4453/6 or 46c/1. See Part I1, Ch. 9, sect, re. 


Balaban Ара Mescidi. 
[+] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Stamp: 180 x 23. — 
Date: 43o/1 ог 445/6 or 46c/ 1. See Part IT, Ch. o, sect. re. 
Balaban Ağa Mescidi. 


[1] Mango's notes (from squeeze). 
(c) Stamp: тва хай. 
Date: 430/1 or 445/6 or 46o/1. See Part II, Ch, 9, sect. те. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-7. 
r [AM 9. 2.ЇАМ 12. 3.1AM tq. p 1AM 22. $ IAM 27. 
6. TAM 43. 7. IÀM 125. 
Notes: 1-7. One brick measures 390 x 375 М $0. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Stamp: 188 x28. 
Date: 430/1 or 445/5 or дбо/т, See Part I1, Ch, 9, sect. 16, 
Balaban Aga Mescidi; 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


419 
т. Identical or similar to 418. 
(a) Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-62. 

1, IAM B, 2.LAM rg. 3, ЇАМ 19. p TAM 22. 5, 1AM 24. 
6. [JAM 25. 7. IAM 46. 8. LAM ау. 9. ЇАМ 48, о. LAM 55. 
тт. ЇАМ 56. 12. IAM ба. 13. ЛАМ 6%, 14. TAM zr. 14. IAM 
73. 16, [AM 76. ту. AM 78, 18, TAM 26, 19. TAM H1. 
зә. [AM 82, 21. 1AM 83. 22. [AM 84. 23. IAM 87, 24. АМ 
Бо. 26. 1AM go. 26. JAM от. 27. IAM әз. 28. [AM 95. 
19. IAM 99, зо. ТАМ гїї. 31, IAM 112. зз. IAM 115. 
33 IAM газ. 34. ЇАМ 126, footprints of little goat. эр IAM 


127. 36, [AM 128. 37. IAM 129. 38. AM 131. 39. [AM 133. 


40. TAM 237. 41. IAM 138, 42, TAM що. 43. TAM 142. 
A4 IAM 143. АЛАМ 145. 46. ТАМ таб. 47. LAM гут. 
48. ÍAM тз. 49. [AM 156. со. IAM 157. ст. IAM г. 
за. ТАМ 160. ӛз IAM 161. 54. IAM 163. 95. IAM 165. 
56, [AM 167, зу. ДАМ 175. 58, JAM туу. 59. ЇАМ 181. 
бо. [AM 182. бі JAM 183. 62. ТАМ 185. 
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Notes: 1-62. Three bricks measure 365 *375 445,375 8475 X 
ду» 392 м 380 45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


20 
1. ПВАЄУТ 
І Bot ) Eis ) 
(a) Date: 426-29 or 441-44 or 456-59. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. re. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Opposite the fountain of Atik 
Ali Paga Camii. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


421 
1. JAEYT 
Біз Ее) 
(a), Stamp: ? хай, 
' Great Palace, Area Ает. 
1.?x?x$0-f5. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


p 
i JEYT 
] Емі ) 
(a) Stamp ? x 38. 
Vefa Kilise Camii. Foundation walls adjoining north facade of 
church, in Divan Efendi болар (revealed during laying of 
drains 9 June 1935): т. 
1. ? X? X 30. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


EYTOYXHOY 
See EYTYXIOY, EYTYXHOY, EYTOYXHOY. 


EYTYXIOY, EYTYXHOY, EYTOYXHOY 


SINGLE-LINE 
ЕҮТҮ() 


423 
і, |АЄУТУ 
Шо) Eóru(iou) 
(а) Stamp: ? x 29, 
Date: 414-18 or 429-3}, See Part ЇЇ, Ch. о, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: x. 
Lxx. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


EYTYX() 
424 
т. ГВАЕҮТҮХ 
of fee ) биту його) ты: 
(а) Stamp: r15 x 23. 
Great Palace, Area Ac, below the Palace of Justice: 1. 
1.32) X250 X35. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 


EYTYXH() 
Accessory А. 


425 
i, ВАГЕГҮТІУХНА 


Bed ) у ЕГотТохл(ох) à 


(а) Theotokos in the Chalkoprareia. Court to the east of the apse. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


EYTOYX() 

426 

1, ХҮОТҮЗІРІЛИІ 
iv&i(xerávoc)s 1° Ебтошу(їам) 


(a) Stamp: 206 x 35. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: т. 
1. 390X350 X 3j. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


427 
1. -YOTSIeLAMI 
імбікийуос)в 1 Etro . (iow) 
(а) Stamp: 195 x 3o. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
I. 390 X 160 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury, "Nouvelle lecture", 122. [2] Mamboury's notes. 
428 
г. ]. OTYS[ 
] Exo .[ 
(a) Stamp: (97) x 1c. 
Khegium (Küçük Çekmece). Large surrounding wall of the 
Acropolis, beside the sea: 1. 
I.) x? x25. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 


CIRCULAR 
EYTYX() 


429 
г. XVTV32elADraround central + 
+ iv(Suetidivec) z Ену ом) around central + 


(a) Stamp: 75 diameter, 
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Date: after 475, See Part П, Ch. топо, 14. 
Ruins berween the Gülhane hospital and the Topkapı Sarayi 
fortification: 1. 
1? X? X4ü 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 77 diameter. 
Date: after 474. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. то по. 14. 
Kalenderhane Сап. Diakonikon floor: т. Over diakonikon 
vault: 2. Under minarer: 3. Unknown: 4. 
1. (262) x (194) хэ. 2.370 (207) X37. 3. 386. (296) x 4C. 
4 (225) x (150) худ. 
[1] Peschlow, *Bricksramps', Cr. 


CRUCIFORM 


430 
p ба 


А 

]ITYXIA 

[.] 

[x] 

Тү СЕХ) 5 fal) 

The delta is perhaps an accessory. 

(a) Stamp: Complete arm 72 x зо. 
Unknown: 1. 
L? x? x 3842, АМ 407. 
[1] Вага перу. 45.9. 32» 33 


EYTYXIOY 
See EYTYXIOY, EYTYXHOY, EYTOYXHOY. 


EY[ 


SINGLE-LINE 


431 
1. TBAEY| 


by Bat) Eo 

(a) Stamp: (120) x 32. 
Walls found in Alemdar Caddesi during laying of drains. 
Corner at the Ботот of the street, opposite the Sublime Porte, 
and at the foot of the Alay Köşkü. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


т 


432 
1. IMA€Y[ 
їм(бистіймос) а" БОЇ 
(a) Stamp: (130) x 32. 
*Bath' building beside the Myrelaion rotunda. 
[t] Talbot Rice, "Bodrum Camii, 173, fig. 11 no. 3. [2] Talbot 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


CIRCULAR 


433 
1. ПШімеетүр....... ]around a central ж 
Шм(біктизуос) 8" Eo[.......] 
(a) Stamp: 100 diameter. 
Date: after 475. See Part И, Ch. 1o no. 12, 
^ Structures to the south-east of the Istanbul Archaeological 
Museum: 1. 
г. 380 x 372 X 45. 
п) Ülker, Proje 63. 


E[ 


SINGLE-LINE 


434 
т. ПМАВАЄ[ mE 
Цү(біктібуос) 8" fa ) Е 
Thesquare theta was possibly formed from an eta. 
(a) Stamp: ? x 3o. 
Date: 42 5/6 or 440/ 1, See Part IL, Ch. o, sect. re. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Báb-t Hümáyün: t. 
L?XPixa; 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


435 
1. ]ЭНПАЙТ- 
+ [vými ЕП 
+ їмбціютійнмос) 17 ВІ) ЕЇ 
(a) Stamp: ? x 45. 
Sea Walls. Between Коса Mustafa Paga station (Samarya) and 
Маш! Кар. 
[1] Mamboury"'s notes, 


436 
1. INRIBAG[ 


ім(біктіймос) [y] би" Дек) E[ 


Gamma altered то delta by the addition of diagonal and upright 
strokes, 


(а) Stamp: (145 from left-hand edge to right-hand of e) x 26. 
Date: 4390/1 ar 449/6 ог 460/ 1. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. re 
Balaban Ара Mescidi 1-5, 
т.ЇАМ у. з.ЇАМ 4. 5. LAM 5. 4. TAM ту. p. IAM 7o. 
Notes: 1-5. One brick measures ? x ? x 40. 

[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
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437 ZU) 
і, ЈЗАД[ = 
1фю()Е[ WITH INDICTION 
(a) Stamp: ? « 3o. Layout: abbreviation IN omitted 7 “tn, 
Date: 429-32 or 444-47 or 459-62, See Part II, Ch. гт, sect. 3. 442 A 
Hexagon complex іп Gülhane. Hexagon: т. n ШЕТ 
1.24 PM 42. є 
ху Ze) 


[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


438 
1, IAITSHZAI 


їм(блєтьбумос) я Exh) 
(a) Stamp: 98 хуз. 
Unknown: 1. 


L [AM (CK) no. Бї, fragment, ? x? x 4c. 
- [1] Mamboury’s notes, [2] Mango's notes. 


MurriPLE-LIKE 


439 
1. +6 "я [. 4) 
NOEN[A] 
ікті 
+E.. [. мо МӘ ктцамас) 
(a) Stamp: (89) х (95). 
Unknown: 1. 
L ?x?x45-58, once in Robert College, AM 102. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). (2) Вага neg. 94.8.23. 


449 
т. -ЄЇ 
N..[ 
МТА 
+ EL- Jv- -T Jif }8l(verivoc) 
(а) Date: c.532/ 3. See Part I1, Ch. 9, вест. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Wall with exedras, Caferiye Sokağı 
[1] Mamboury’s nores. 


ZI[ 


441 
1, +INAZI[ 
жім(біктішуос) а” Zi[ 
(а) Stamp: ? x 38. The height within the border is 27. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: 1. 
1,? X? X40. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


(a) Stamp: 101-103 x 17-50. 
Date: late 4th century? See Part II, Ch. 12 no. 4. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
1,290 x180 «45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
Unknown: 1-4. 
1. 294 x82 x 43, AM 47. 2,297 x (185) x 58-45, АМ 199. 
3.291 X281 X45, AM 255. 4.292 x (272) х 34-40, AM 268. 
[т] Bardill negs. 94.3.4 (1); 94.6.12; 94.1 1.5 52, зба (2); 94.11.10 
(4), 26 (3). 


Lavout: abbreviation IN included 


443 
і. IN.[, ] 20, 


м(біктібуос).|.Ү Za}. 

(a) Stamp: 13e x 36, 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
ETETEA 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


"ITHOUT INDICTION 


444 
1, BAZWE 


Baf) Ze ) є 


(a) Baths of Zeuxippos. Flooring in or near Building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps", 54 по, 23. [z] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 266 no. уу. 


ZA TIKOY 


SINGLE-LINE 


445 
т. IMIASOTI 


іу(біктібуее) va^ Zu not) 
(a) Stamp: 127 x 17. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. MSBK inv. 6212, (до) x (170) x? 
[т] MSBK neg. 6212a. [2] DAT (Ist) neg. 23 T (cast). 
[у] Mamboury's notes (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast), 


230 
MurLrIPLE-LINE 


446 
т. SWT 


ІКОАЛ 
Талакой) 
(а) Stamp: уух. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1. LAM (CK) 36. 2. [AM (CK) зба. 
Notes: rz, One brick measures 370 x 560 хао. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


H() 
WITH INDICTION 


447 
i. IMI'H 


іу(біктіймес) УНІ) 

(a) Stamp: 107 x 3o. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (245) х(185) x 40747, АМ 131. 
[1] Bardill neg. 54.7.8. 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 


448 
г. IIINEHS 
Interpretation unclear. For the initial ПІМЕ ер, 286.1, 289.1, 
1473.1. 
(a) Stamp: 145 x 3o. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: т. 
1.2 X? то. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


HTT 
449 
1. ]INHHT , 
ІІМ(біктійкос) B^ "Hy. 
(a) Stamp: (149) x 40. 
Land Walls. Wall between towers 95 and уба: 1. 


LI? XPXx35. 
[1| Mamboury's notes. 





GATALOGUE 


HE() 





4$6 
1. ПЧАІВАНЕ 
[Uv(&uertüwoc) av” Bar ) "Hef ) 
(a) Stamp: (115) 13. 
Fethiye Саш 1. 
1. Р Xx ? x бо, fragment. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


не() 


451 
1. INAAIHO 


tvb(ucriwoe) ба" "НВК ) 


(a) Silivri. 
[1] Dirimtekin, 'Selymbria', 42 no. 2. 


HAI) EAI() 
ЕЛИ) 


412 
1. IAZBAGAI 
ім(биєтійумос) С Ba( ) ЕМ) 
(а) Stamp: 182 x 3o. 
Date: 423/4 or 438/9. See Parc Il, Ch. 9, sect. ге, 
Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


НАЦ) 


453 
т, +INZHAI 


жімбіктіймес) E^ "НА() 


(a) Stamp: 205 «32. 
Date: 423/4 of 438/9, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 1c. 
Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi: v. 
1. 380 x? x 40. 


[1] Mamboury's потез, 


454 
n DNHHAI 


Uv(Suetraivoc) п "НАМ ) 

(a) Date: 424/4 or 439/40, Sec Part П, Ch. о, sect. re 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bib-i Hümáyün. Upper storey: 1. 
1,2? x?x45. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
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45% 
т. +INIHAI 


я iv(Bnendwoc) 1* "НА у 


(a) Stamp: 192 хдо, 
Date: 426/7 or 441/2, See Part II, Ch. o, sect. re 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-: Hümáyün. Floor above the 
cisterns: 1. 
і. 2x? x go, 
[1] Mamboury"'s nares. 

з. IAH INI+ 

+ iv(Sueruivoc) i "Hiat ) 

(a) Stamp: ? x ус. 
Date: 226/7 or 441/2. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Báb-1 Hümáyün: r. 


1t. ? x? x40. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


456 
1. ПІМГІНЛІ 
ППу(биктизмос) vi "HA ) 
(a) Dare: 414/15. See Part IT, Ch. а, sect. ra. 
Theodosian Hagia Sophia. Back wall of Schneider's 
propylaeum. 
[т] Schneider, “Ziegelstempel’, 265 no. 43, [1] Schneider, 
Westhof, 6 no. 4. 


437 
i, ПИЄГ:ВАРЕНАЛІ 
lv(Bucnisvoc) ev * Bape( ) НО) 
(а) Stamp: туо x 32. 
"Bath" building beside the Myrelaion rotunda: (twa). 
[1] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Сал, 175, fig. 11 no. 4. [2] Talbor 
Rice archive (rubbing). 
(b) Stamp: r82 (maximum) x 35. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. 2*2 33-42, AM 315. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.3-10a, тта, 12a, 224, 23; 95.4.2743, 28а. 
458 
1. J|BAPEHAI[ 
1 оре ) "НАМОЇ) 
(a) Sramp: ? x z5. 
Tokludede Mescidi: т. 
т. Р? x40, IAM 89. 
[т] Mamboury’s nores, 


HAI()S 


459 
1, +N. HAIS 
+ Їм(биктиймос) . ТАМ )s 
(а) Stamp: 200 € 32, 
Date: 423-27 or 438-42. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect, те. 


Cisterns in Gülhane, near Báb-: Hiimayiin. Floor above 
cisterns: 1. 

TXA 

(1) Mamboury's notes. 


ЕЛЦ)оғНАЦ) 


460 
L JAI 


"Ера ) oe НЫ) 

(a) Stamp: ? x33. 
Date: 420-24 or 435-39. See Part IL, Ch. o, sect. re. 
Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi. 
[11 DAI (Ist) inv. no. 33054. 


HAIANOY 


See IALANOY. 


HAI()EKAH() 


461 
і. «ІМГНЛІЄКАН 
+ iv(Suctidivec) y НА) "Ек ) 
(а) Stamp: 209 x31 (ends)-38 (centre). 
Unknown: 1-3. 
1.378 х 574 x 40, AM 42. 2.376 x(310) x 37, AM 415. 3. 384 x 
(312) € 45, АМ 382. 
[1] Bardill negs. 34.2.32 (1); 95.10.84, да (2); 95.8.22, 23 (3). 
(b) Stamp: ? x 35. 
Probably from the area of the excavations іп 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: r. 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(с) Blachernai. Along the road between Emir Buhari Tekkesi and 
the fountain in front of the garden of the lvaz Efendi mosque. 
[1] Papadopoulos, ‘Note’, 341. 


462 
і. ІМГНАТЕКАН 
ім(бистиймос) y Hia ) Erini) 


(а) Blachernai, excavations of July-August 195, 
[1] Dirimtekin, “Blachernes’, 22, 31 no. т. 


463 
t. INAHAIE[KAH] 
імібіктіймос) 8^ "НІМІ ) ЕГкдлії )] 


(a) Blachernai. Along the road between Emir Buhari Tekkesi and 
the fountain in front of the garden of the [vax Efendi mosque, 
[1] Papadopoulos, Blachernes, 146 no. 2. 
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464 
г, RI[IN]A[S]EH мект 
+ ify Б(акайбуосД8| є Ha ) 'Exp&( )] 
(a) Stamp: (177) X 34- 
Fethiye Сага: t. 
1. (333) (240) х? 
[1] Mango’s notes. [2] Dumbarton Oaks Photographic 
Collection neg. Léz.42 (C. Mango). 


465 
1. Dirimtekin published INTHEKAH, possibly in error for 
INIHAIEKAH 


ім(биктиймос) v НАМ) Erini) 


(а) Blachernai, excavations of July-August 1948. 
[1] Dirimtekin, "Blachernes', 22, 31 no. 5. 


466 
1. (IN. JHAIEKAH 
Dirimtekin read HAT instead of H AI. 


Пм(биєтибмос) . .] 'FDa( ) Evini} 


(а) Бізсһегпа!, excavations of July-August 1958. 
[т] Dirimtekin, ‘Blachernes’, 22, 31 no. 4. 


467 
i. ПМ. JHAIEKAH 
Dirimtekin transeribed JN ATEK AH. The reading suggested seems 
more likely on comparison with other stamps found in the same 
location. 


Пм(биєтибмос) . .] НА) 'ExAn( ) 
(a) Blacherna, excavanons of July-August 1958. 
[1] Dirimtekin, 'Blachernes', 22, 11 по, 6. 
468 
1, ПМ. .]HATEK AH 
Пм(биєтибмос) , .] НАХ) 'ExAnt ) 


(a) Stamp: (142) x 35. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (255) (237) 438-42, AM 185. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.8.26, 27. 


HAIOA( ), HAAIOA() 
HAIOA() | 


469 
т. +IN Adel HAIOAe 
+ iv&(ueriwvoc)s v - 'HAao( )з 
For an alteration to this die, see 472.12. 


(a) Stamp: 192 хат. 
Dare: 516/17, See Part LI, Ch, 5, sect, 22. 


St olyeukros. Unknown: 1. 

t, No. 1318,372 4 360 X 4045. 

[1] Hill, "Brckstamps", 208, Arr, [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9:10.24. 

Unknown: 1, 

1. (256) x (222) 39-45, AM 38. 

ІП Bardill megs. 94.8.24, 25. 


47e 
г [«T]NA2IAHAIOA2 


The stamp has been altered from 469.1a by squeezing in the lerrer 
alpha. 
“-Цубйктійуас)в та” Hogi )s 
(a) Stamp: (167) x 41. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.355 X(250) x 32-45, stamped twice, AM 141 (ald no. 656). 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.6.11—14. 


HAAIOA() 


471 
n -INASIAHAAIOAS 
+ tv8(wnüvoc)s 16" НАМоді )s а 
(а) Stamp: 215 X 32. 
Dare: 20/1. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 58: 1. Level 877: 2. Level 165: 3. Level 211: 
4. Level 302*: 5. Level 83396. Collapsed staircase vault: 7-15. 
South pilaster against west church wall: 16. 
т. No. 267. 2. No. 257. 3. No. 111. 4. No. 173. $. No, 801. 
6. No. 578. 7. No. оба. В, Na. 965. 9. Мо, 966. то. Мо. 967. 
1r.Mo. 979. 12. No. 980. 13. No. 985. 14. No. ggb. ту. No. 
roor. 16. No. 1083. 
Notes: 1-16, One brick measures збо x 350 хло, 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps’, 208, Ата, [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
9.11.34 (16). 


HAA[ 


472 
1. ҰГЧАРАНАЛГ 


з ivé(ueruavoc)s 6^ HAA 


(a) Stamp: (187) x 14. 
Ruins on Saray Burnt (orphanage of St Paul?) 1. 
г, 370 x (205) * 25-32. 
[r] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, fig. 16 no. 10. 


HAAIOA() 
Sec HAIOA j HAATOAL ). 


= 


HAIOY 


See HAYOY. 
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НАҮОҮ НРАКАНС 
473 477 
1, .5НА 1 QHAAATH " 
{о "HpaxAfe 59 
.% ‘Hào + 


(a) Stamp: Зо x65. 
Great Palace. Area Act 1 
I. 350 X335 X35. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


HMH() 


474 
1. Н.АВАНМН 
n.a Bor ) "Hen ( ) 
(а) Stamp: 132 x 4a. 
Tombs in the Mangana region: т. 
I.290 X290 X 42. 
[r] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 37, hg. 44 no. 2. 
(b) Stamp: 150 x 2o. 
Unknown: 1, 
1.364 X 354 X 54, three fingers used to make two diagonals 
across brick before stamp applied ar centre, AM 3. 
[1] Bardill negs. 34.1.52, 6a. 


475 
т. НВЕНН 
Піубіктидуос) B^ Hyni ) (2) 
т(убіктиауос) B^ 'HAn() (?) 
The penultimate letter, in ligature with the letters on either side, is 
perhaps М oran inverted A. 
(a) Stamp: 138 x 4a, 
Rorunda north of the Palace of Antiochus, brick floor of south- 
west niche: 1-2. 
т. зох 34037? а 340 X 340 X2 
ІП Bardill. 
(b) Baths of Zeuxippos, In or near Building 1 or 2: (common). 
[1] Gray, "Brickstamps', $60. 49. |21 Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 266 no. 53. 


HPA() 

476 

г. INAHPA 
ім(біктибмос) 5 "Hpa( ) 


Papadopoulos may have transcribed the letters incorrectly: the rho 
may have been a beta, giving іуӛ(іктізуос) тү” Bat ) [. 


(а) Blachernae, Along the road between Emir Buhari Tekkesi and 
the fountain in front of the garden of the Ivaz Efendi mosque. 
[1] Papadopoulos, Blachernes, 146, по, т. 


(a) Stamp: 125 (within border) x 4o. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, below the collapsed пост, 
1. 360 x 460 x 40, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


HCIAOPIOY KOMITOC 


478 
1. +HCLAOPI 
[8] KOMITOC 
+ "Неборії оо) кіштас (Le. кбртутос) 
Schneider's reading has been adopted in preference to that of Gray, 
(а) Date: after 532. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ac. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, “Brickstamps’, 16 no. 46. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 266 no. 54. 


HCY() 


479 
1. ХОНАЧАМІ 


імібіктійуос) a Во ) "Нео ) 

(а) Stamp: 155 «36. 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia, Church: 1. 
1.380 X 350 X 30. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


480 
і. УОНАЧТИЇ 
їм(биктиймос) y Pol) 'Hew( ) 
(а) Stamp: 140 4 25. 
Dare: 419/20. See Part IT, Ch. о, sect. re. 
Cistern of Aetius: 1. 
т. 380 x 390 X 45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


481 
г. INXBAHCY 
ім(біктибмос) є /5 Bal ) Heu ) 
(a) Stamp: 160 Х 25. 
Date: 422/3 or 437/8. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. тё. 
Cistern on Suraselviler Caddesi, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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(b) Stamp: 175 хаб. 486 
Date: 422/3 ar 437/8. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. те, т. INIBBAHCY 
Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi: 1. iv(Buenidwoc) if Bo( ) Heu) 


(а) Stamp: 165 x25. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
1. 320 X 3 10 X £0. 


(a) Stamp: 148 x 33. 
Unknown: r. 
т. MSBK iny. 6207, (60) x (172) X ? 


t. 350 X 330 X 55. | , г 
Мз едн, (а) Stamp: (170) x зо. [1] Mamboury's notes. [1] MSBK neg. 62071. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 2338 (cast). 
(с) Stamp: төс x aff. Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. А: 
Date: 422/3 or 437/8. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. te. 1.2 х2 хо. 
Cistern on Sıraselviler Caddesi. [1] Mamboury’s потез, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 1 INIBBAHCY 
GS НЫ дез ӨК() ӨЕМ() 
482 iv(Gueriwoc) i^ Bad ) Heu ) ———— I 
1, INHBAHCY (a) Stamp: 180 x 3c. | 491 WITH INDICTION 
ім(биктиймос) я Ва{ ) 'Hew ) Great Palace. Area Ас І. 1. INABAOC 496 
2 1. PKEX 55. ім(биктиймос) 57 Bal) Gel) INABAGEM 
(а) Stamp: 170 X27. | [1] Mamboury's notes. 1. 
Date: 424/5 or 439/40. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 9, sect. те, (а) Stamp: (156) x 27. iv(Bucctavoc) о Bol) Өєр() 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hümáyün. Large vaults, and 487 Date: 4590/1, See Part П, Ch. ә, sect, rc. (à) State rao 
EROS aint E ыы eS ' path : ж рія i Date: 417/ 18 беч 2/3. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
і. 370 х 370 x 40. z ae .PxE x Gr. : - : : yi : 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. ім(баютибмос) iff” fifa) "Heu ) [1] Peschlow, Sradioskirche, (in preparation). Rees е yr: (four) r. 
(b) Stamp: 175 25. (a) Stamp: 170 x 39. “378437466; | 
Dite Qa таңды PEE CR jouets. Gren Pac hist АДЫБАЙ]. Г за RARIOR | бырс; ы ep РАНОЮ neg, KB 1508. ea 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Babs Hümáyün. Large vaults, and L2?x?xg$. ім(біктиізмас) 8” Во) Get ) ы: еді є k enari Isa Camu’, 183 no. 17 (mentioned). 
portico between them and Hagia Eirene: 1. [1] Mamboury"s nates. rv (a) Stamp: 124 x25. қақ pat sod TERRE ET " 
ч v - jio x39. T Palace of Antiochus, round room to the west of the hexagon: 1. None кез Oni КЕН os T Е-Е 35875 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, Ў IBAPEHCY s 385 Meg ‚ [т] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari Isa 
8 : [т] ОБ Tn Cami", 183 no. 17 (mentioned). 
493 | 1 Bape ) 'Hew ) 
1. INOAAHCY My аа ы vt NIAE 497 
a : (140) x 19. ; 
Іу(біктійуос)8“ cn Не) trae қ 5” ES i. INEBVOEM 
Mamboury suggests a mistake by the die-cutrer, who carved AA for 1, MSBE inv. 6217, (170) x (200) x? v(Bweivoc) 1" fal) Әсі) їм(біктиймос) є" Ba( ) Өңі) 


the abbreviation Bia ). [1] MSEK neg. darya. [2] DAT (Ist) megs, 2338 (cast), (a) Stamp: 147 x 17. 


(a) Stamp: 200 x 35. 
Date: 425/86 or 440/1. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Báb-i Hümáyün: 1. 
1. 408 X уро X 40. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


484 
rn INOBAHCY 


імбектібмос) 0" Pal ) Heu ) 


(a) Stamp: 175 x40. 
Date: 435/6 or 440/ t. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 16. 
Cisterns m Сапе, near Bib-1 Hümáyün: 1. 


1? x? x45. 

[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
485 
1. INIBAMCY 


ім(бистиймос) 1° Bal ) Feu ) 


(a) Stamp: (172) x 18. 
Date: 426/7 ог 441/2, See Part IT, Ch, 9, sect. ге, 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Ваһ-і Hiimayiin. Vault: т, 
I. 370 X 370 X о, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


[3] Mamboury's nates (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (fram 
cast). 


H[ 
489 
т. JAIBH[ 
їм(биєтиїмос)) & (а) НІ 


(а) Stamp: (у 8 from iora то right-hand upright of era) x 32, 
Unknown: т. 
1. Fragment, ? x ? x 35, LAM 27, 


[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


ӨА() 


492 
1. AG. ASANI 


tv(Guctudivoc) а” ho). Өш) 


Sea Walls. Near tower 16. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 77, 81, fig. 88 no. 1. 


493 
г. INEIBAGC 


iv(Bucruivac) а” Bat ) Sel ) 

(а) Stamp: (175) x 34. 
Tiyatro Arahi Sokağı, Beyazat: г. 
т. 7x? x42, LAM 75.2 PT. 
[1] Bardill's notes. 


494 
т. IHAIBAOC 


бубаст) 8 Во) ©} 
(a) Stamp: 188 x 15. 
Date: 430/1 or 445/6 or 460/1. See Part II, Ch. о, sect. те. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
т. 33a x ? x 45, LAM 87, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


495 
т. ІМ(.|ВАРӨ6 


There appears to Ве space only for an iota beeween the nu and beta. 


іміблютиймос) [ . ] Bapt ) Ек) 


(a) Stamp: 165 x ус. 
Great Palace. Area Аһ: 1. 
I. 390 x 370 x бо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari Isa 
Camu’, 183 no. 17 (mentioned). 


498 
т. ІМХВеєЄМ 


iv(Sucrusivoc) с ТС Bl) &ep( ) 
(а) Stamp: 137 x 19. 
Fenari Isa Cami: (three) 1-2. 
t. 380 x 3565 NGO. 2.365 хуб хо. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing), [2] Mango and Hawkins, 'Fenari 
Isa Cami’, fig. 40 no. 17. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
г. удо X 365 X 39746, AM 293. 2. (285) x (255) x 42747, АМ 185. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.2.7122, 13a (1); 94. 11.16a (2). 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 


499 
1. “ӨЕТІГ 


+Өгң)[ 


216 CATALOGUE 


(а) Stamp: ? x 32. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
т. здох? хо, 
[1] Mamboury’s потез. [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenarilsa 
Camii, 183 по. 17 (mentioned). 


ӨЕО( ) 


yoo 
1. INBBAOEO 
ім(биктиймос) B^ Во ) Geol 1 
(а) Stamp: approx. 142 х29, 
Sea Walls: 1. 
т, MSBK inv. 6221, (336) € 380 x ? 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 85 no. 7. [2] Leclereq, 
‘Estampilles’, col. 546 no. у. [3] Schneider, 'Ziegelstempel', 264 
по. 11 (erroneous). [4] MSBK пей Szora: [4] DAI (Ist) neg. 
1341 (cast). [6] Mamboury's notes (from cast), [7] Mango's 


notes (from cast). 
{51 
1. INTBAGEO 
iv(Bixeiwoc) y" Pal) Geo ) 
(a) Stamp: 17e «28. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, IAM (СК) no. 30, ? х? x60. 
[т] Mamboury's nores. 
jaz 


т. INIB-BYbCOGO 
ім(дистибмос) 487» әре() Geol ) 


(a) Stamp: 192 x25, 
Date: 428/9 or 443/4 or 458/g. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. re. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of drains in the Forum 
of Constantine, 
[1] Mamboury’s потез, 
(b) Stamp: 204 x 28. 
Date: 428/9 or 4453/4 or 458/9. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect, те. 
Mühürdar Emin Paga Sokağı. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
$93 
і. INCIPKEBAGGO 
ім(біктиймос) ev + (in leaf or heart) К(брі)є Ва) Өн) 
(a) Stamp: 148 Х24. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part TI, Ch, ө, sect, rb, 
Palace of Antiochus: (rwo) 1. 
I. доо X (370) х ғо 
[1] Mango's notes. 
Unknown: 1-2. 


1, 400 x (376) x49, AM 7. 2, (345) х (314) X43, AM 25. 
[т] Bardill перз, 94.1, 132, 14a (1); 94-2. 10, 11 (2). 


ӨЕО( ) 


554 | 
т. OSOIASGZA«N[I] 
[iy + білютиймосі A Papl Een ) 
(а) Stamp: 108 x 30, 
Land Walls. Penwpyrgion: 

7 [x] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmawer, 149 no. а. [3] DAT 
(Ist) negs. 6604 (cast) ani КА 5478 (brick, clearly broken after 
cast had been made). [3] Mamboury’s notes (from cast). 

[4] Mango's Hates [fromcast). 


$325 
1, INASEBAGEO 
iwG(uxtidivoc)s є" Bal ) Geol ) 
(a) Stamp: 197 € 30-33. 
Unknown: 1. 
г. 380 x (260) x 40-50, AM 421. 
[t] Вагай] пер. 95.10.2432, z 51. 


OEOA() 


соб 
i. JAODEAGL. J2AMH 


йуб(иетибмос)є [ . ] ba) Воді) 


(а) Theotokos in Chalkoprateia, Court to the east of the apse. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


{оў 
1. АЛОЭӨАЯНАИІ» 


+ w(ietiavec) ту Pal) Әсоб( ) 
(а) Stamp: 210 X 12. 
Cistern destroyed in June 1916 near Theotokos in 
Chalkoprateia. 
[т] Mariboury's notes. 
NN 
1. INATEC. 
+ ivü(vettibvoc)s 18° Ozob( ) 
A rho with a crossbar, as shown in Wulzinger's illustration, is 
unattested elsewhere: the шипа! character may have been a simple 
cross. 


(a) Stamp: 208 x 34. 
Date: созд or є18/19 or суза. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 
Substructures south of Cemal Nadir Sokagi. Debris above the 
substructures: (ren) 1. 
I.390 X 390 X? 
[т] Wulzinger, '"Substrukrionsbauten', 38 t, fig. E no. б. 
[2] Schneider, “Ziegelstempel’, 255 no. 31b. [3] Mamboury, 
"Chrisme', 459 no, tH. 
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ОБОХ ) AIAKO(NOY) OEOAOAOY | 
529 See ӨЕОЛОҮЛОҮ, OEOAOAOY, OEOAOAOY and 
n +INSZ@EOAIKY TEOAOAOY. Чи, 
+ їм(бистиймос)є £* Grol ) óraxó(vou) -o-— 
(а) Stamp: 191-192 X 34-35. 
Unknown: 1-7. OEOAOPOY 


1. (250) x(150) х42, АМ 55. 2, ? x 2x 40, АМ ду. з. (309) х 
(230) x 30-35, AM 188. 4. (275) x (360) X 32-35, AM 287. 5.7% 
?x35, AM 288. 6. збох? x 47, AM 289. 7.2? 4? 430—348, AM 
322. 
[1] Bardill negs. 54.3.18 (1); 94.5.54 (2) 94.19.292 (3): 95.1.36, 37 
(ў) 95-1.34. 35 (4); 95.2.02, ra (8); 05.5.15, 16, 17 (б). 
(b) Stamp: 198 x 34. 
Dare: 423/4 or 438/9. See Parr П, Ch. 9, sect. те, 
Cistern on Saraselviler Caddesi: т. 
(374 X ? X 40. 
| [t] Mango's notes. 
(c) Stamp: 200 х1. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1346-47 berween 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1, Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 
(d) Stamp: ? x 35. 
Date: 423/4 or 4398/9. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Báb-1 Hürnáyün: т, 
1.370 4 360 X40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


{то 
г. BEJOAIKO 
Belo) Siexd(vou) 
(a) Stamp: 2 x 34. 
Date: 420-24 or 435-39. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect, ге, 
Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi: 1. 


1,374 X ? X 40. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


$11 
і. JOEOAIK 
K perhaps misrecorded for К. 
] Geo( ) ie) [6(vou)] 
(а) Stamp: (98) x 34- 
Date: 420-24 or 455-359. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. те, 


Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi. 
[1] DAT (Ist) inv. no. уо А. 


$12 
т, Maletskos reads Gea ӛткені, which is otherwise unattested. Geof ) 
блок(отоо) is the closest attested inscription. Examples of such 
stamps are in the Hagia Sophia collection (see £29. 1a), and they 
may, like Maletskos' stamp, have came from Ramazanoglu's 
excavations of 1946-47. 
(a) Inthe area of the excavations undertaken in 1946—47 between 
Hagia Eirene and Нара Sophia, 
[1] Maletskos, *Plinthos', 279 (mentioned). 


See OEOAQOPOY, ӘЕОЛОРОҮ, ВЕОЛОУРОУ. 


OEOAOCIOY KOMHTOC 


513 


EL. 
*OEOVOCIS 
КОМЕМАЄТЕ 


Monogram по, 55 (Моорікіо) 

+ Beodocion кӛшіңтос) ёуй(їктїйүгоєс}в ve" 

(a) Stamp: tabula 132 x 49; roundel diameter 54. 
Date: 582 or 596/7. бес Part II, Ch. 5, sect. та. 
Unknown: 1. 

1. 337 X 314 х 35-40, brick broken in two, AM 164. 
Го) Bardill negs, 94.10.1232, 132; 142. 


OEOAOYAOY, OEOAOAOY, OEOAQOAOY, 
TEOAOAOY 


SINGLE-LINE 
OEOAOA(Q)Y 


514 
i, BJAOEOAOAV 
Ша GeobóA(o)o 
(a) Stamp: (130) x 34. 
Land Walls, Near tower 48а. 
[т] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, 150 no. 26.1, 
[2] DAT (Ist) neg. 6599 (cast). [3] Mamboury’s notes (from 
cast). [4] Mango's nores (from cast). 


TEOAOAOY 


515 
1. KeTEOVOVYI 


xs Теободом 1 


What appears to be ап inverted alpha is presumably an inverted 
lambda in ligature with a lozenge-shaped omicron. The first and 
last letters may be accessories. Given the length of the stamp, it 
seems unlikely that the die is broken and originally began 
ГімбиЇк( тибмос)я. 
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(a) Stamp: 213 x28. 
Unknown: 1. 
L (360) x (285) x 15748, АМ 164. 
[1] Вага пер. 34.10.24, 25a. 


$16 
1. JEOVOVYI 
Т]еоболоо 1 
What appears to be an inverted alpha is presumably an inverted 
lambda in ligature with an omicron. The final lerter is possibly ап 
accessory. 
(а) Stamp: (168) x 27. 
Fenari Їха Camii: 1. 
т. (375) (зоо) x 48, АМ 189, 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing), [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Ferari 
isa Cami’, йд. 39 по. 11. [3] Вагай negs. 34.10.27a, 284. 


MurTIPLE-LINE 


517 
1, «ФОН 
QAO 
YOA 
+ Geodahov + 
(а) Stamp: (78) «6o. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area 1935-48. Site Ві, 
building north-west of church (debris): т. 
I. FX? x40, no. 28. 
[1] GP I, pl. 14 no. 28. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 


Remainder, box 38, neg. 202. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg, as [2]. 


(b) Hebdomon (Bakirköy). 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 92 no. 41, pl. 14 na. у. 
[2] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 266 no. 56, 


CIRCULAR 


518 
. ау 
OCXOA 
ОХАЛУ 
INPIB 
IC 


C ea)o украс Әсобофдау іу(біктійуене) 10° 
(a) 5tamp: rro diameter. 
Date: gogla or 418/19 ог $33/4. See Part II, Ch. о, sect. ad, Ch. 
то no. 7. 
Remains destroyed m 1924 near Cemal Nadir болары: т. 
1, |X ? X40. 
[1] Mamboury'"s notes. 


ӨЕОАОҮРОҮ 
See BEOAWPOY, OEOAOPOY, OEOAOYPOY, 


ӨЕОЛСОТ 


$19 
1. ПОЛОЭӘТ2ДИІ» 
+ кто y Geodal 
(a) Stamp: (120) x 52. 
Little cistern near the Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia, 
destroyed in June 1916: 1. 
1. 385 хурох бу, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Mamboury notes a variant besides а, 


Е) 


426 
т... ӨЕОАСОТ, | 
«|: Beodol ) 
(а) Stamp: 117 x 32 
Unknown: т. 
г. Fragment, 355 x ? x до, ТАМ 18. 
Ir] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). 


OEOAD() — VE 


бал 
1, 260A 
] s С Grow) 
(a) Stamp: 120 х 33. Letrérs $ mm. thick. 
Date: 497/8 or 498/9 or 512/13 or 513/14 or б27/8 or 528/59. See 
Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 2d. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
1. 2? X 2 Xx 40, LAM 62. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


OEOAQAOY 


See OEOAOY AOT, OEOAOAOY, GEOAWAOY and 
TEOAOAOY. 


OEOAQPHTOY, ӨЕОАЛФРІТОҮ, 
ӨЕФАФРНТОҮ 


ӨЕОАФРНТОҮ 


{22 
1, +8E04 
QPHT 
OYLASIA 
+ Әкобирдйтол1у(фіктизуос)в 18” 
(a) Stamp: 117 к $9. 
Unknown: т, 
г. (278) x (232) x 43, AM 44, 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.2.34, 35, 


CATALOGUE 219 

ӘЕОЛОУРТТОҮ (а) Stamp: 76 хуб, 
523 Unknown: Т. 
1. 4QEGDA t. JAM (CK) no. 13, fragment, ? x ? x о. 

WPITOY [1] Mango's notes. "ES 

2.2. (b) Possibly the same as a. CFA 
+ Beobnpitovu Ul noverat 
(a) Unknown. [1] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", 93 no. 55. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Stamp: (98) x 73. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1959-55. Filling close ro great stone walk (few) 1, 
і, ? x? x га, labelled no. 7. 
[1] GP TI, тоў, hg. 21 no. 6. [2] Talbot Rice archive photo. 
[3] Mamboury's notes. 


OEQAOPHTOY 


$24 
1, «Өмір 
AWPH 
[T]GIN[ ..] 
+ Genóepri[x]ov iv[..] 
(a) Stamp: tos x (59). 
Unknown: 1. 
1, (232) x (195) х 38-45, АМ 126. 
[1] Bardill neg. 95.1.26. 


UNCERTAIN SPELLING 


525 

т. +ӨЄ[ 
PHT[ 
INA[ 


-«ОєГобо|ртубром) імё (іктіймес)..1 


(а) Stamp: (72) x72. 
Unknown: т. 
1. (260) x (205) х о, AM 355. 
[1] Bardill пер. 51.7.1, 2, 


ӨЕОЛФРІТОҮ 
Sec BEOAWPHTOY, GEOAWPITOY, OEWAWPHTOY. 


OEOAQPOY, OEOAOPOY, GEOAOYPOY, 
OEOAOYPOY 


MurTIPLE-LiNE 
OE(O)d(DP(OY) 


{26 
| +ӨЄ 
Һор 


+ Ок о)біріом) 


ӘЕОАОРОҮ. 
Accessory М 
527 
1, +BEOAO 
PSINASIA 
M 
:-Ceobopov іуб(іктибмос)я 187 и. 


(а) Unknown 1. 
1, (225) х(т67) х 35, once in Robert College, АМ 217. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Bardill пер. 94.6.20a, 212. 
(b) Unknown. 
[1] Leval, ‘Archaiologika’, 617 no. |У, [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel, 265 no. эта, 
(с) Stamp: (тоз) x &4 
Unknown: Т, 
1. (272) (224) € 42, AM 85. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.5.14, ry. 


$28 
1. ЗОЄОГЛОЇ 
PSIM[AS..] 
M 


+ Geo[66]pov (v[8(weeubvoc)s . .'] н 


(a) Stamp: ? x 63. 
Unknown: t. 
t. Once in Robert College, 
[1] Mango’s nores (rubbing). 


OEOAOYPOY 
$19 
т еєо 

AOV 

POV + 


Әбсобафрол» + 


(а) Stamp: 93 74. 
Ruins west of Boyact Ahmet Sokagi, opposite the Köprülü 
library. Wall of hypogeum: 1. 
1. ? x? хло, 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


зе 
і. ОЗІО) 
YO[A] 
YO[*] 


[& Teo[6]e[p]o 


240 CATALOGUE 


(a) Stamp: ? x (165). 
Ruins west of Boyaci Ahmet Sokagi, opposite rhe Kóprülü 
library. Wall of the hypogeum: 1. 
1, ?x?x42. 


[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


OEOAOYPOY 


531 
i. +ЧОҮ 
AOV 
еєш 
OemnBobpono + 
(а) Stamp: тоа x 88. 
Date: 507-22. Set Part I, Ch. я, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 87*: т. Level 72 5?: a. Level 813*: 3. 
1. No. 272. 2. No. 337. 3. No. $62. 
Notes: 173. One brick measures ? x ? x 45-50. 


[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 211, ВЕ. [2] Saraçhane archive negs. 


6.11.82, 9,10.30 (2). 


CIRCULAR 
WITH INDICTION 
OEQOAOPOY 


532 
1. + 
INAISS 
еєоло 
Pë+ 


+1їмбї(ктїйүос] с” Geaddpou + 


(a) Stamp: 97 x 95. 
Date: 497/8 or 512/13 or 527/8. See Part IL, Ch, 9, есе. ad. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
TIAM 31. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). [2] Mango's notes (from 
squeeze). 


OEOAUQOPOY 


533 
І Зети» 


озе 
(DA 
YOU 
+ 
+ lv&(icuwoc)s г” Geodmpou+ 
(а) Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


334 
т. [: ати 
O30 
ФА 
Yor 
[+] 
кімб(іктійуесе Г. ] Geodapou [+] 


The die із clearly broken, and would originally have been similar, 
or possibly identical, to $331. Hill's drawing wrongly shows the 
loop of the rho as an omicron, and the traces of the final omicron 
and upsilon аға rho. 


(a) Stamp: тос diameter. 
Date: 507-22. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. за, 
St Polyeuktos. Level 828: 1-2. Level 1072: 3-4. 
4 1. №о. fos. 2. No. зау. 5. No. 1268. 4. Mo. 1270. 
Notes: 1-4. One brick measures ? x ? x 36. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 214, Сз. (2) Saraçhane archive neg. 
6.10.4 (1), 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
ӨЕОЛФРО(Ү) 


535 
г. ОЧО АСКЫ arranged ina circle 


Possibly a clogged die of type 536,1. 
GBeodapaly) 
(a) Stamp: 72 бішітетег, 
Dart 527-22. See Part Hl, Ch. о, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktas. Level 703*: 1. 
r. No. 621,365 x 3685. 9 46-40. 
ЗІНІҢ, “Brickstamps’, 214, Cy. [1] Sarachane archive neg. 
"39-8. 


ӨЕОЛОРОҮ 


536 
1. ОЧФЛОЭӨ arranged in a circle around a central Y 


Beodapou 


(а) Stamp: 72 diameter. 
Date: 07-22. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. za. 
St Polyeuktos. Level ér: 1, Level 86: 2. Level 87*: 3, Level 828: 
4. Level 831: р. Level 833*: 671.4. лад (pier, eastern end, 
debris): у, Level габ: В-то, Level 13304: r1. 
г, No. 278. 2. No. 296. 3. No. 2у3. 4. No. аб2. 4. No. 640. 
6. No. 628. 7. No. тодо. 8. No. 827. 9. No. 835. то. No. 849. 
11. No. 1173. 
Notes: 1-11, One brick measures 365 Х 365 X 36—4c. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 214, Cs. [1] Saraçhane archive neg. 
10.2.34 (4). 

(b) Stamp: 76 diameter. 
Rhegium (Küçük Çekmece}, Substructures to the south of the 
ayasma: 1, 
L X? x38. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 

(c) Stump: 77 diameter, 
Dare: 407-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. за. 


St Polyeuktos, Level фо: 1-2, Level үб®: 3. Level 51: 4-4, Level 
Ву 6-7. Level 163: 8. Level 72579, Level дао? (pier, eastern 
end, debris): то, Level 9827: 11. Unknown: 12. 

1, No. 271. 2. No. 299... 3. №. ус. 4. No. 277. є. Мо, 284. 
б. No. 292. у. No. 364. 8. No. тоу, 9. No. 328. 10, No. дог. 
11. INà. 1335, 12. No. 149. 

Notes: 1-12. One brick measures 386 x ? x 33-35. 


— 


ee 


ee 


CATALOGUE | 241 
[1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps’, 214, Сб. [2] аға але archive пер; OEOAOTOY АНПОТАТОҮ 
10,2.34 (7). 
Unknown: т. $35 
1, (275) x (126) x 44, AM 359. 1, G@EOAWTS Т? 
[1] Bardill megs. 95.7.11, 12. AHITOTATS MM 
(d) Hebdomon (Bakirkay). Өсобілоһ ónrorárou 


[1] Dethier, *Makrikóy', 164 no. LAY pl. LA^ по. 9. [2] Sorlin- 
Dorigny, "Inscriptions", 94 na. бі, pl. 14 no. 9. 


ВЕОЛФРОГУ) or OEOAOPOY 


537 
1. Similar to $36, $36. 


(a) Date: $0722, See Parr I, Ch. 9, sect, та. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 674: i. Level 833: з. Level 1625: 3. Level 
тот: 4. 
т. No, 582. 2. No. 559. 3. Ма, 839. 4. No. 677. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps’, 215 C4-6. 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 
OEOAQPOY 


$38 
I. 4-03 


"oio 
здо 
Beodapou + £6 
The reading is not entirely clear. The significance of the epsilon and 
delta in line 3 is uncerrain. 
(a) Stamp: #;—тоо diameter, 
Date: 507-22. See Part TI, Ch. 9, sect. za. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 24: 1, Level 66: 2. Level pat 3. Level 123: 4. 
Level 192: p. Level у; о" КАЧКА west of slip road: 7. 
t. No, гаг, 2. No. zogi No. 201. 4. No. тод. 5. No. 62, 
6. Na. 325. 7. No. 154. 
Notes: 1-7, One brick measures? х? x до. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 214, Сг. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.12.6 (2). 
(b) Stamp: 95-98 diameter. 
Tokludede Mescidi: т, 
1.355 XP хат, ТАМ 119. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango's notes (from squeeze). 


OEOAQUPOY ДІПОТАТОҮ 


See ВЕФАЛФРОУ AITIOTATOY.: 


(a) Date: after $32. See Part Il, Ch. 9, sect. зс. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building т or 3. 
[r] Gray, "Brickstamps', 54 no. 18, [2] Schneider, 
"iegelstempel", 266 no. 57. [3] Manacorda, ‘Bolli laterizi', 146 
n, 177. 


OEOA| 


$47 
1. INEBAPOEOA[ 
їм(біжтиймоє) 1871 y Pop) Өсобі 
Beta altered to gamma by the addition of a horizontal bar. 
(a) Stamp: (тоо) 223. 
Dare: 509/10. See Part П, Ch. o, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Unknown: 1. 
1. No. 142, ? x ?x 32-35. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 208, Arg. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
5.1127. 


ОБО) ЕКА() 


541 
І. ]|'OGOCKA 
]Er]à" &eo( ) "ExM ) 
Gamma altered to delta by addition of diagonal bar. 
(a) Stamp: (115) x25. 
Fenari Isa Camii к. 
1. (198) x (225) 9 31-45, AM 155. 
[1] Mango’s notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari 
Isa Сати’, fig. уд no. 4. [3] Вагі перу. 94.12.62, та. 


OEOCI ) 


541 
1. INABACHZOC 
ім(біютибмос) o Bal ) вос) 
(а) Stamp: 136 x 22. 
Date: 417/18 or 432/3. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace Antiochus: 1. 


1. 390 x 385 х 5o. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] DAI (Ist) neg, KB тата, 


242 CATALOGUE 


i. INABAGGOC 
ім(бактиймос) ac Bof ) Geor ) 
(a) Stamp: 126 x 22. 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Pryer Lou 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokağı, and Klod Farer Caddesi: 
(numerous) 1-2, 
т. 390 x 380 x бо. 2. 390 X убо х бо. 
(1] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). 
3. [1 ІЧАБАӘЕОС 
[i]v(Guierumvoc) a^ Во ) eoet) 
(a) Stamp: (124) x 21. 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Ptyer Lot 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokagi, and Klod Farer Caddesi. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


ӘЕОФІЛОҮ, O(EXDOIAOY 


ӘЕОФІЛОҮ 


543 
т. 4OCODI 
АОҮ+ 
+Genpihov + 
(a) Land Walls. 
[1] Gorrwald, “Ziegelstempel’, 485 no. 2, [2] Meyer-Plach and 
Schneider, Landauer, 149g по. 16. 


O(EXDOIAOY 


$44 
1, +Әф@ф 


IASSIB 
CH g)owpiAons В" 


(a) Stamp: 81 x 52. 
Fethiye Canin. 
[т] Mango's notes. 


OEO[ 


$45 ` 
1. IINBIB[AP]OGO[ 
Uv(Sucniivoc) fi’ ор] Grol 
(a) Stamp: (135) х 25. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAT (Ist) neg. 6603 (cast). [2] Mamboury's notes (from 
east). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


OEM AOYPOY 


See ӨЕОАФШРОҮ, GEOAOPOY, DEOAOYPOT, 
OGEODAOYPOY, 


OEO AWPHTOY 


See BEOAWPHTOY, OEOACOPITOY, OEGA(GGPHTOY, 


OEWAWPOY AITIOTATOY 


{46 
1. BEWMAMPS 
AITIOTATS 
Gewdapov билототом 
(a) Stamp: (130) x 58. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, MSBK inv, 6218, (200) x (322) x ?. 
[x] MSBK neg. 62184. [1] DAT (Ist) neg. 2345 (cast. 
[3] Mamboury's notes (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast). 
(b) Stamp: 122 x 56. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-3. 
1, [AM 38. 2. IAM до. 3. IAM те. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures ? x ? хур, 
[1] Mango's notes (from squeezc). 
(c) Stamp: (92) x 56. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area m 193 5738. Ос 
IV 2/3 old debris: 1. 
I, ? x? x42, no. B9. 
(1) Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 38, neg, 721. 
(d) Kefeli Mescidi, 
[1] Gedeon, ‘Engraphoi’, 382. 
(e) Court of Fatih Camii. 
[1] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel", 266 no. ру. 
(f) Kalenderhane Camii. West of narthex above the stone pillar: 1. 
1. (238) x (227) x 45. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', Вз} a. 
(в) Kalenderhane Camii. Exonarthex north end: т. 
t, (196) x (172) х 35. 
[1] Pesohlow, “Brickstamps’, Вз у b. 


OE[ 


$47 
1. INAIBAOE[ 
iv(Buezüvoc) ca" Bat ) Oel 


(а) Land Walls. Yedikule: (one). Mear tower 49: (one). 
[1] Meliopoulos, "Topothesia', 231 section В" по, 2. [2] Meyer- 
Plath and Schneider, Landmauer, 148 no. 2.2. 


с e lle .LL..—À" € — — M WM 


CATALOGUE | 143 


548 
г. рөгандтент» 
+ ty(Guctdivoc)s 15° Ро із Gol 


(а) Stamp: (181) х21. 
Date:425? Sec Part IT, Ch, 9, sect. га, 


Theodosian Hagia Sophia. Back wall of Schneider's portico. 


[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


$49 
1, [IN . JIBAGEL 
Пм(бистибмос) Ju Bad ) Gal 
(a) Stamp: (95) x 2o. 
Land Walls. Near tower 23. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, 148 no. 2.1. 
[2] DAL (Ist) neg. 6627 (cast). [3] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [4] Mango's notes (from cast). 


* ӨҮ()ЕҮ() 


ы 
1. ГМНПУӘТҮЕҮ 
Мбекейуос) n Ba() Ov() EK) 
The C appears where we would expect а bera. 


(a) Stamp: 117 x23. 
Unknown: t. 
1, LAM (CK) no. 82, ? x ? x ро, 
[1] Mango's notes. 


BYPCIAC 


$51 
i. «БҮР 


CIAC 

INA2IA 

+ Qupetec tvO(ucrubvoc)s ux 

(a) Stamp: 90 x йо, 
Ruins west of Boyan Ahmer Sokagi, opposite the Корейій 
library. Wall dividing the entrance from the hypogeum: 1. 
I. 370 X 370 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


ӨО) 

$52 

t. IINAIEXD 
імЕіктіугос) б” мої ) 


(а) Date: late 4th century? See Part II, Ch. то по. 3. 
Stamp: 122 x 28, 


i 


Hippodrome. Inner wall of ambulatory found in 1956 near the 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. | 

1, 340 X 320 хо. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 


г 
Іш, 
Mr 


ӨФМА 


553 
1. ӨШМА 
Chau 
(a) Stamp: 85 x45. 
Sea Walls. West of the "Tower of Belisarius’, 
[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaserpalaste, 20 (centre row, 
left). [2] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 266 no. 58. [3] 
Mamboury’s nores. 
(b) Kadiköy: 
[1] Meliopoulos, Anekdoto, 74. [2] Feissel, "Inscriptions", 
429 no. 5. [3] SEG 37 (1987) no. 1023. 


O(E)DOIAOY 
See ОБОФІЛОУ, G(EXDDIAOY 


ӨГ 


534 
т. ПУГВУЄЇ 
iv(Buenüvoc) у Ваг) Of 
(a) Stamp: ? x ze 
Sea Walls. Langa Bostam, inner wall, west of tower 68: 1. 


т. збо x 480 x бо. 
[т] Mamboury"s notes. 


555 
т. JO.I2AMI 
їіб(петібумос)в у ЕҢ 
(a) Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
I. ?Xx35. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Great Palace, Area Ab: 1. 
I.?X 35, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


756 
L INIBAG[ 
iw(Sueti@voc) 1^ Bal ) OT 


(a) Stamp: ? х ус. 
Date: 426/7 or 441/z. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 


244 CATALOGUE 


Cisterns in Giilhane, near Bab-1 Hümáyün. Portico between 
the building and Hagia Eirene: (large numbers) 1. 

1, Ra x ? x 35. 

[1] Mambaury's notes. 


557 
і. €IHMIEO[ 
ру(биктибмос) 1є" ӨТ 
(a) Stamp: (90) x 46. 
Kalenderhane Camin A5/2: т. 


т. (262) (140) X 34- 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', А 13, 


LAX( ) 

CRUCIFORM 

558 

1. .NAIAMM+ 
LAX 


‚уё(їктийуос) tac тур (7) + Тос ) 


(а) Stamp: (139) x (32). 
Date: 507-22. See Part II, Ch, 9, sect. за, and Ch, то по. то, 
St Polyeuktos. Level 100171. 


1. No. 649, 2 х? x 35-40. 
[1] Hill, "Bricksramps', 217, D3. [1] Saraçhane archive neg. 
$39.13. 

IAXI( ) 


It is likely that the name is to be connected with IX( ), but this is noc 
certain, 


SINGLE-LINE 
ТА ) 
559 
т. ІМВВАТА 
імібіктіймас) ВИ Bot ) Tel) 
(a) Stamp: 170 (approx.) x 30. 
Date: possibly 448/9. See Part I, Ch. тт, sect. 4, 
Hippodrome. In sita in the lower part of the east wall of the 
tunnel of the Sphendone, burressing: t. 
1.400 X 400 X $a. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


IAX( ) 


{бо 
1. INBBAIAX 


ім(баютиймос) [V Bod ) Тау) 


(а) Stamp: 262 x 35. 
Dare: possibly 448/9. See Part IT, Ch. 11, sect. 4. 
Hippodrome. Jn site in the lower part of the east wall of the 
tunnel of the Sphendone, butressing: 1. 
1.400 X 380 хо. 


[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaláste, 4o (tap). 


561 
1, INTBAIAX 


їм(бикютиймос) y а Tazi) 


(a) Stamp: 126 x26. 
Hagia Sophia, Exterior hole in east wall, loose fragment: з, 
North wall of south-west room, gallery roof, hole in exterior 
wall. 
[,?x?x$0. 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


£62 
1. ХАТАВНМІ 


ім(биктиймос) т“ Bod ) Чех ) 


(a) Stamp: 18c х 3o. 
Beyazit, Soğan Aga. In a complex of cisterns at the е edge af the 
second supporting wall between the Forum Tauri and the Sea 
of Marmara: 1. 
1, 408 x 180 х бо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

1. ПАНВУТАХ 

ім(біктійуос) m" Bei ) Tegi) 

(a) Stamp: (176) x 11. - 
Date: 439/40, 454/55, ог 469/70. See Part IT, Ch. rr, sect. 11. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Bath building, Room C, coping of 
channel, in stu: (three) г, 


1, 370 X370 X $ 
[т] Peschlow, *Brickstamps', A14. 


563 
т. INIBAIAX 
ім(біктізуос) v ро ) Чех) 
(а) Date: 47677. See Part TI, Ch, 9, sect. 1d. 
Cistern of Aspar. North-east wall, in site: (three). 
[1] Bardill. 
(Б) Stamp: 184 x29 (centre). 
Date: 456/7. See Part IT, Ch. 9, вест. 1d. 
Cistern of Aspar. North-west wall, lowest brick band, second 
course Up, £n sits. 


[1] Bardill nega: 26.1.7, 8, 9. 


$64 
1, XAIAGSINI 
імібіктіймос) v По) Tegi) 
(a) Stamp: 136 x 23. 
Beyazat: T. 
і. 310 X 510 4 35. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


CATALOGUE 


245 
$65 LAA( ) 
t. ХАТАНЦ 
JC Bat) ext) 578 
У 4 l ы У | 
(a) Stamp: (157) x 27. > die" 
Unknown: г. | IA A2HIAA 
T. (260) х (250) 4 40717, АМ 464. - 
[1] Bardill negs. 35.5.27, 28. e 


66 
1. ]ХАТА[ 


Ble) legt ) 
(а) Stamp: (85) хай. 
Date: 429-32 or 444-47 Or 459-62. See Parr I, Ch. 11, seer. 3. 


Hexagon complex іп Gülhane. Hexagon: t. 
1.? 4? X42, 


[1] Mambaury's notes (squeeze). 
IAXI() 
567 
г. ТХАТАЯЛТАТ 
їм(биєтімос) y^ Ba ) Лау) 
(a) Stamp: about 170 x 25. 
Perinthos (Marmara Еге іні), Jn situ in west circuit wall: 1-3. 
Notes: 1-3. Mortar impressions from lost bricks that measured 
about збо * 180 x ? 
[т] Communicated by J, Crow. 


ТАП 


568 
1. ТААТВАТА[ 


їм(биктиймос) бі” Pal) "Ta[ 
(а) Stamp: (113) x25. 
"Bath' building beside the Myrelaion rotunda. 


[1] Talbot Rice, "Bodrum Camii, 173, бү. 11 по, 5. [2] Talbot 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


IA[ 


{69 
т. ІМАЯТӘУЛ 
ім(буютибумос) m^ Bed ) "T6[ 
(a) Stamp: (186) x 34. 
Date: 431/2 or 446/7 or 461/2. See Parr IT, Ch. rr, sect. 3. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Water source: 1. 
т.?х?Рхаў, 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, тод, fig. 119 по, 3. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


tvo(ueniüwoc)s ті Bapet ) Tal) 
(а) Stamp: 137 x73. 
Unknown: 1-3. | 
1.372 X375 X £0, AM 42. 2. 350 X 275 X 44, AM 368. з. (282) x 
(213) x 45748, АМ 394 (old по, 81). 
[1] Bardill negs. 54.3.11 (1); 95.7.29, зо (2); 95.9.9160 (3). 
(b) Sarachane: т. 
1. No. 921. 
[1] Saraçhane archive neg. 9.6.28. 


571 


1 = 


IN AewATAA 
ш 


iv8(uctidivoc)s B^ Bal) Тал) 
Cruciform stamp, incorrectly described by Talbot Rice as 
'single-lined". 

(a) Stamp: Approx. 154 x 54. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-55. In site in brickwork repairs to stone arch: (one). 
Filling near stone arch: (two). 
Notes: Published measurements 350 x 35a x 55. 
[1] GP II, тоу, fig. 21 no. t. 


IAAPIOY 


WITH INDICTION 
IAAPI(OY) 


$72 
t «ІЛАРІ 
IN A2B 


+ Тері ол) ім лютиймоє)з B 

(a) Stamp: 128 x 72. 
Great Palace, Area Aa: 1. 
1,2* 2x44. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

2. 4[IJAAPI 

[NAJE 

* [TAept(ov) [кт мос) | В 

(а) Dare: after 532. Sec Part TI, Ch. 9, sect. zc. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or >. 
[1] Gray, Еле жатар”, 53 по, 5. 
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IAAPIOY IOA( ) 
573 
і +AA ION) 
PIOY 576 
ENAS і. INBIBAIOA 
+ Thaploy фуд (туос) С° ім(біктемес) Би Pai) Чощ ) 
(а) Sramp: до x 8o. = (a) Unknown. 
Hebdomon (Bakirkdy): 1. [1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 86 no. 13. 
т. MSEK inv. 6229, (130) x (162) х? (b) Unknown. 


[:] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", дало. 34. [13] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 266 no. бо, [3] М5ВК neg. 6229a. [4] DAI 
(Ist) neg. 2344 (cast). [5] Mamboury's nates (from cast). 
[5] Mango's notes (from cast). 

(b) Stamp: (ос) x (66). 
Unknown: т, 
1.7х? ҡао, АМ збо. 
[1] Bardill пере. 95.7.13, 14. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
574 
1, +AA 
PIOY 
*Daoptov 
(a) Date: c.512/3. See Part I1, Ch. 9, sect, 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of the west doors, demolished 
Movember 1873. 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 93 no. єт. 
(hb) Stamp: 88 x sr. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (або) x (253) x 34-44, АМ 386. 
(1) Bardill пер, 95.8.28, 29. 


LALANOY 


575 
т. i IAIA | 
NOY 


# "домо + 
(a) Stamp: (96) х($7). 
Land Walls. Wall between towers 703 and 712. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Гапатанет, 149 no. 17. 
[2] DAT (Ist) neg. 6619 (cast). [3] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). 


(b) Stamp: (68) « (58). 


Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 193 5738: 1-2. 


і, імфхдо,по. 19. 2,7 x1 x 40, no. 48. 

[1] GP T, pl. 4 по. 19. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, negs. 195 (1), 247 (2). [3] Talbot Rice 
archive neg. as [1] neg. 195. 


$77 
т. INBIBAIOA[ 


[1] Sideropoulos, ‘Byzantinai Epigrapha:', 26 section T па, 2- 
(c) Stamp: 183 x 3o. 
Date: 428/9 or 4453/4 or 458/59. See Part IT, Ch. ә, sect. те. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese, Vaults of drains in the Forum 
of Constantine: 1. 
т.400 X 370 X $C. 
[т] Mamboeury's notes. 
(d) Stamp: 184 хаб, 
Kalenderhane Camu. Unknown: 1. 
1, (335) x (245) x $1. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Ату. 


tw(Sixtidivec) Bi ех ) Тос )] 


(a) Stamp: (160) x 26. 
Date: 429/9 or 443/4 or 458/59. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect, те. 
Вуғапппе drains along the Mese. Vaults of drains inthe Forum 
of Constantine. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 

(b) Stamp: 185 x35. 
Date: 428/9 or 443/4 or 458/9. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Opposite the fountain of Auk 
Ali Paga Camii т. 
г, 390 x зво хо, 
[1] Mamboury"'s notes. 

(c) Stamp: ? x 27. 
Date: 428/9 or 443/4 ar 458/9. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Mühürdar Emin Pasa болар. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


IOANNOY, IOAN(N)OY 
See KDANNOY, ТОАММОУ. 


tOY() 


$78 
n [IJNOBAPIC| 


(Цу(біктайғос) Н" рар У Чоо) 
The final letter їз possibly an 5 ligature on its side (cp. 600.9). 
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(а) Stamp: (190) x 30. 
Date: да 5/6 or 440/ 1. See Part IT, Ch. у, sect, re 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hümáytün: 1. 
1, 390 € 160 X 40. 
[1] Mambourv's notes, 


IOYAN(N)OY NOTAPIOY 


{79 
n | ПБАМУеМ 


[OTTAPISeH 

[+] lowikv(v)ou v[o] rapinis n" 

(a) Stamp: ? x63. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. Two fragments clearly from the same brick, MSBK nos. 
unknown. 
[1] DAT (Ist) negs. 2345 and 2337 (casts). [2] Mamboury's 
notes (from casts). Mango's notes (from casts). 


IOYAN(N)OY ONOKTHTOY 


ў8с 
rn +1бАМё& 


ОМОКТТТВ 
ATXBTIC 


The reading of the third line of text is uncertain: there may be a 
ligature of alpha, nu and tau at the beginning, a chi in ligature with 
an ora, and ап iota with an abbreviation bar above. 

+ ‘Toudy(vjou бмоктіїтою Avión UyvSnert@voc) ле” 

(а) Stamp: 110 x73. 


Section of first (inner) Sea Wall beneath the ‘House of Justinian’ 


excavated in 1953: (multiple). 
[1] GP TI, 175, ig. 36 no. 1. [2] Mango, 'Spolia', 649 п. 36. 


IOY( ) KY( ) 


81 
1, INBBAIOYEY 


їм(біжтибуменс) ВУ fai) Tow Kul) 

(а) Stamp: 145 x a2. 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Tolu, Piyer Loti 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokağı, and Klod Farer Caddesi: 1. 
т. 390 X 395 х о, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


IOY AIAN OY 


$82 
1. +10V 


АТА З ~»; 
Hove 


+ "орди ой s 


{а} Stamp: тоз x toa. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928. Great wall to the south of, and parallel to, the 
drain, and to rhe righrof rhe southern base: т. | 
1.384 M475 хо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 

(b) Stamp: 102 X тод. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, 370 X 365 x 5o, AM 17. 
[1] Bardill пере. 94.41.36, зба. 

(с) Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928. 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps', «6 no. 42, [2] Schneider, 
‘Zicgelstempel’, 266 no. фо. 

(d) Several variants. 
Excavation nf the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928. Great wall ro rhe south of, and parallel to, the 
drain, and to the right of the first pillar. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(e) Stamp: 124 x 167. 
Beyazit, great wall to the north of the Diakonissa complex: 1. 
1, 370 X 370 X 40-50. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


: t10Y 


АТА. 
Moye 
+ Томду? s 


(а) Stamp: 110 x 102. 
Excavation of the monumental arch m the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazıt), 1928. Great wall to the south of, and parallel ro, the 
drain, and to the right of the southern base: 1. 
L fo x 470 X $0. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(b) Stamp: 110 x rc7. 
Beyazit, probably from great wall то the north of the 
Diakonissa complex: 1. 
I. 378 x 370 хо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


. Of type 1 or 2, 


(a) Hebdomon (Bakirköy). 
[:) Dethier, 'Makrikày", 164 no. FU, pl. LA’ по. 6. Га) Sorlin- 
Dongny, ‘Inscriptions’, 93 по. 52. 
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LOYAL 


$83 
t. BAP]JEIOYA| 
Bale) оъ 
(a) Stamp: Letter heighr 19-20 mm. 
Nessebar: 1. 
т. Burgas Archaeological Museum no. 1434, (400) X (75) X 35. 
[1] Bedevliev, Inschriften, 105, рі. 58 по, 162. 


IOYOFNOY 
$84 
і. БИГОҮСОІЗ»- 
+ ‘Towoyvou 
(a) Beylerbeyi. Foundations oi building around a fountain, 1одо 
paces from the shore. 


[1] Sideropoulos, ‘Autonomos’, 122, [2] Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 


418 по, 29.2. [3] SEG 37 (1987) na. 1962. 


IOYCTIN IAN OY 


The emperor Justinian reigned between $27 and 564. Monogram no. 
14 (1394) also refers го Justinian. 


IOYCTINIANOY 
$85 | 
т. «IOYCTI 
NIANOY 
+ "loncrivinvou 


(а) Stamp: roo x 40. 
Date: (27-64. 
Walls of Nessebar. Pavement na. { of tower no. 2: t. 
1. 380 x 370 x ?, dark brick-red. 
[1] Ognenova-Marinova, 'Briques', 110, hg. 97, 111 no. 6, 


= 


IOYCTINIANOY NIKHTOY 


$86 
1, +16 CTINIANGN 
IKATSINGId+ 


+ ‘lawetivicvod viero Uvecuetibvoe) = 


(a) Date: узу/б. бее Part LL, Ch. 5, sect. ra. 
In the area of the excavations undertaken m 1946-47 and 
г99%-бс between Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Mango, "Brick Stamps", 23 (mentioned). [3] Ramazanoglu, 
‘Trenen-Kirche’, 234 and, fig. 9. [3] Mango's notes (from 
squeeze). [4] Feissel, “Edifices’, 91 по, robis 

(b) Date: 53 5/6. See Part IT, Ch. у, sect. та. 
Stamp: 136—129 хо, 

* Unknown: 1-3. 

1. 380 x 376 Х 52, incised lines 45 and 37 mm. from edges of 


brick, semicircular fingermarks made with three fingers, AM 2. 


2, 380 х(2ус) x c2, AM 20. 5. (217) x (198) x o, АМ 216. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.1.32, 42 (1); 94.2.4, 5 (2); 94/6.162 (3). 


LOYCTINIANOY TOY OGIAOKT(ICTOY) 


557 
1. МОҮСТІШІАИ 
OYTB*IAOKT 
+ ‘Toverwiavod той філакт(істоу) 
(а) Stamp: 146 х бу. 
Date: 527-64. 
Walls of Nessebar. Pavement no. 5 of tower no. 2: 1. 
т. Approx. збо x 360, dark brick-red. 
[т] Ognenova-Marinova, 'Briques', 111 no. 4, то, fig. 96. 
[2] Feissel, "Édifices', 93 na. 24 (mentioned). 
(b) Stamp: Approx 140 x 6s. 
Date: 27-64. 
Walls of Nessebar. Pavement no. 5 of tower no. 2: 1. 
1, Approx. збо x збо, dark brick-red. 
[т] Ognenova-Marinova, 'Briques', 111 па. ү, [2] Ferssel, 
"Edifices’, ду по. 24 (mentioned). 


— aga 


588 

т. [«IOYC]TIMIAN 
ГОУТВІФІЛОКТ 
[+ ‘Touch wiav[od тоб рідожті стою) 


(а) Stamp: Letters zo mm. high: 
Date: раба. 
Sea Basilica, Nessebár: 1. 
1. Sofia Archaeological Museum, (182) € (152) x ya. 
[1] Betevliev, Inschriften, тол no. 1536, pl. 6 по. 155. 
[1] Feissel, "Édifices', 93 no. 24 (mentioned). 


$89 
г, Possibly same 25 987 or Ж, 
(а) Stamp: Letters 20-24 mm. high. 

Date: 527—654. 
Sea Basilica, Nessebar: 1. 
т. Sofia Archaeological Museum, (110) x (18$) x 40. 
[1] Besevliev, Inschriften, тоз no. 153b, pl. 55 no. туз. 
[2] Feissel, ‘Edifices’, ду no. 24 (mentioned): 
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(b) Stamp: Letters 2a mm. high. 
Date: 527-64. 
Sea Basilica, Nessebar: т. 
т. Sofia Archaeological Museum, (215) «(1 ро) хво. 
[1] BeSevlicv, Inschriften, тоҙ no. 15 3c, pl. 55 по, 151. 
[2] Feissel, "Édifices', ду no. 24 (mentioned). 
(c) Stamp: Letters за mm. high. 
Date: 527-54. 
Nessebar; т. 
т. Sofia Archaeological Museum, (155) (9с) x ро. 
[1] Besevliev, Inschriften, гоз no. 153g, pl. 56 по. 57. 
Га) Feissel, "Édifices', әу no. 24 (mentioned). 

(d) Velkov reads upsilon instead of kappa, omits the final tau, and 
shows neither nu inverted, although this may resulr from 
typographical constraints, 

Date: 527-64. 
Sea Basilica, Nessebar. 
[1] Velkov, "Basilica", 69 no. 1. 


IOYCTINIANOY TOY ФІЛОКТІСТОҮ 


592 
і. ЗІОУСТІМІАМО 

TOYOIAOKTICTS 

+ Тосту етмо toU grAoktictou 

(a) Stamp: 172 x 67, 
Date: 527-64, 
Walls of Nessebar. Pavement no. 5 of tower no. 2: 366 x 360 x ?, 
dark brick-red. 
[2] Ognenova-Marinova, "Briques', год по, 1, 110, fig. 95. 
[2] Feissel, ‘Edifices’, 93 no. 24 (mentioned), 

(b) Stamp: approx. 172 x 67. 
Date: 527-64. 
Walls of Nessebar. Pavement no. 5 of tower no. 2: 1, 
1, убо х збо, stamp partially hidden by mortar (hence reused 
brick). 
[1] Ognenova-Marinova, 'Briques', тат nos. 2 and 3. 
[2] Feissel, ‘Edifices’, 93 no. 2g (mentioned). 

(c) Beievliev does not note the 5 ligature of "ouccwiavon. 
Stamp: letters 20 mm. high. 
Date: 527-64. 
Nessebar, city centre: 1. 
1. Ї арідагии in Nessebar, уо x goo x o. 
[1] Belevliev, Inschriften, тоз по. 153g, pl. 57 no. 158. 
[2] Feissel, “Edifices’, 93 no. 24 (mentioned). 

(d) ВеЗеуШеу does not note the ligature of "Тоостімизмот. 
Stamp: letters 1с-18 mm: high. 
Date: 527-64. 
Sea Basilica, Nessebar: 1. 
т, Sofia Archaeological Museum, (290) x (2 19) x 46. 
[1) Velkov, Basilica’, ёо no. 4. [2] Betevliev, Inschriften, 103 
no. 1531, pl. 56 no. 156. [3] Feissel, "Édifices', 33 по. 24 
(mentioned), 

(e) Stamp: letters t mm. high. 


Date: 527-64. 

Sea Basilica, Nessebar: t. 

t. Sofia Archaeological Museum, 365 Х бох ро. 

[1] Besevliev, Inschriften, тоз no. 132. pl. а по, 151. 

[2] Feissel, "Édifices", 9 no, 24 (méntioned). 

Completion suggested on the grounds that only this type has 
Tovetwrevot on the upper line of text. 

Date: 527-64. 

Sea Basilica, Nessebar. 

[1] Velkov, ‘Basilica’, 69 no. 3. 


(f 


E 


IOYCTINIANOY TOY ФІЛОКТ(ІСТОҮ) ar 
IOYCTINIANOY TOY OLAOKTICTOY 


$91 
т. Similar to 587, 588, £89, 92. 
(а) Stamp: letters 20 mm. high. 
Date: 527-64. 
Sea Basilica, Nessebar; 1. 
1. Burgas Archacological Museum, (179) x (190) x со. 
[1] Besevliev, Inschriften, тоз no. 153d, pl. 55 no. 154. 
[2] Feissel, 'Édifices', 93 no. 24 (mentioned). 
(b) 5t George, Nessebar. 
[1] Ognenova-Marinova, Briques’, 116 (mentioned). 


IOY[ 


$92 
г. ТҮОТАЯТТИІ 


їм(бистиймос) yt Bat ) Toul 
(a) Stamp: (139) (from left side of omicron to final iota) x (37). 
Unknown: I, 


1.373 x (190) * 40-45, AM 395. 
[т] Bardill пера. 95.9.11, 12. 


ICIA( ) 


593 
1. AIOITAGTIAT 
імгбіктізуос) у" Bap( ) Tat} 


(a) Stamp: 155 x 24. 
Date: 434/54 or 449/50 or 464/5. See Parc IT, Ch. о, sect. re, 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-2. 
n IAM у. АЛАМ э, 
Notes: 1-2, One brick measures 385 x 380 x60, 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 
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ICIAOPIOY KOMHTOC 
See HCIAOPIOY KOMITOC. 


IX( ) 


It is possible that the abbreviation 15 to be equated with IAX(), but 
this is not certain. 


594 ( 
1. INBBAIX | 
iv(Guctiaivec) B^ Ba Iyi) 
(а) Stamp: (149) x 24. 
Date: 448/53. See Parr II, Ch. 9, заст. 1c. 
St John of Stoudios: 1-3. 
I.P xfPx40.2,? X? X44. 
ІП Peschlow, Studioskirche, (in preparation). 
(b) Land Walls. Tower 41, rubble (September 1967). 
[т] Dumbarton Oaks Photographic Collection neg. 1.67.0668 
(1. Ševčenko). 


795 
1. INAEBIX 
імбііктімас) є" Bí ) Tai} 


(а) Stamp: 180 x 32. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: 1. 


1.390 x 385 x 55. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


Id ) 

596 

і. INABAIO 
їм(біктиймос) a Bod ) "To ) 


(a) Stamp: 186 x 26, 
Sea Walls. [Interior arcades near tower 19: 1 


т. 380 4 370 X 30. 


[т] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 78 with n. 2, B4, бр, 


92 (bottom). [2] Mamboury's notes. 
(Б) Stamp: 190 x зр, 

Sea Walls. Tower 15, n situ: 1. 

г. 370 x 368 x 42. 


[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 78 with n. 2,84, fig. 


әз (bottom). [2] Mamboury's notes. 


797 
1 ІМЛІБАІШ 
iv(Guctraivoc) 61 Rel) Tol) 


(a) Stamp: 218 x gN. 
Date: 410/1 or 445/6 or 460/ 1. See Part II, Ch. о, sect. те. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-3. 
1, [AM тта. 2. [AM r18. ҙ 1AM 174. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures zio x 365 x го. 
[t] Mango's notes (from squeeze), 


з. [IIM AIBA ICD 
"[v(Suendwoe) 61 Ba ) Тек) 


(a) Stamp: (194) х 35. 
Date: 430/t or 445/6 or 460/1. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. зе 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. | 
1.ЇАМ 14, 2 x? x45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


IWA( ) 

$98 

1. JBARDA $ 
] Bes ) Чака ) 
(a) Unknown. 


[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", $5 no. то. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 264 no. то. 


— à 


ІФАММОУ, IOANNOY 


SINGLE-LINE 
ІФАММНІ 


599 
1. ІНИМАФЧИ| 
Побут є 


(а) Егепібу. 
[1] Siderides, ‘Remarks’, 118 по. 4. 


IOAN(N)OY 


боо 
т. ІМАВАРЕТОАМО 
імМбіктійуас) 8^ арг ) '1о@у(у}о 
(а) Stamp: 190 x 15. 
Unknown: 1: 
1.390 X375 X 3544, АМ 224. 
[1] Bardill neg. 946,332. 
(b) Візу сага (Prinkipo). Vaults ( Kamares"]. 1 
[1] Leval, *Archaiologika’, 616. [2] Peissel, "Inseriptions’, 
417-8 no. 44. [11 SEG 37 (1987) no. 1268. 
(c) Stamp: гос x 3c. 
Sea Walls. Marli Карі, south tower. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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IWANI IWANNOY 
bot боб 
r. ВУАРІФАМІ L ШФАИИ 
Шар) “омм SINA?IT қ қы; 


(а) Sea Walls. Гаушраҙа арі, 
[1] Gedeon, "Engraphoi', yz. 
ПОАЇММОУ or [IDA]NNOY 


боз 
і INA. I[WAINNOA 


ivé(uctiiivec) . "По ууат 
(a) Stamp: río x 26, 


Date: 522733 or 417-28 or 932-35. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 


Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokağı Walls 
, positioned furthest north: 1, 

1. 380 X 364 хо, 

[т] Mamboury's notes. 


MurriPLE-LINE 
ІФАММНС 
623 
г. +ЇШАМ 
NHEL J 
+ “lmdvyne [..] 


(а) Date: 533-35. See Part Il, Ch. 5, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Debris from the collapsed barrel vault in the 
substructures of the west wing of the Justinianic atrium. 
[1] Schneider, Westhof, 26 no. 8. 


KDANNIC 

624 

1. HOAN 
МІС-КА 
+ DItdtyvic а xà 


The final letter may be delta or alpha. The significance of the last 
two letters is uncertain. They may be accessory letters or may 
indicate the numeral 21 or 24. 


(a) Stump: 128 x 66. 
Hagia Sophia. Room of south-west buttress, fill, 
[1] Mango's notes. 
бог 
1, “ШТАМП 
NIC+A[ 
+ "ocv vic + aif 
The significance of the final letter їз uncertain. It may bean 
indiction or an accessory. 


(a) Hagia Sophia. South-east buttress, upper room, loose: 1. 
TLexex ys, 
[1] Van Nice archive. 


[есуу іубііктиімос)в vy 
(а) Stamp: 122 x 46. 
Dare: 534/5. See Part II, Ch. o, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: 1, 
I. 350 X уро X 45. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's notes (from rubbing). 


607 
т. IWAMIA 
BINARI, 


‘Teavvow імб(іктіймес)в%.” 


Gray shows an Sat the beginning of line 2. He possibly misread баз 
S (cp. боб). 


(a) Date: after 532. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 9, sect, 2с. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building т ar 3. 
[1] Gray, "Brickstamps', 54 по, 21. 


боб 
n «ШАМЫ 
SINASH 
+ "laiyvon tvo(weriüivoc)s ту" 
(a) Stamp: 122 ¥{f0); 
Hagia Sophia, 
[1] Mango's notes (from rubbing). 


629 

1. ЧІШАМ 
NOY 
INA2IC 


%"Шиғууоо two(ucnüvoc)s te^ 


(a) Stamp: 94 x 86. 
Beyazit, great wall to the north of the Diakonissa complex: 1. 
1.375 X 36$ X 48, AM б. 
[т] Bardill negs. 94.r.r1a, яза. [2] Mamboury's notes. 


біс 
1, WAN 
МТМ 
Тактууат ту 
Line 2 reads from right го left. The significance of the final тап and 
tiu in line 2 is uncertain. 
(а) Stamp: ? x 66. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. IAM (СК) no. 73, ? ж? хдо, 
[1] Mango's notes. 


————————— ———————' снна й Áo 
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IWAN(N)JOY 


611 
т. «ІФА 
NOV 
+ "Toxxv(v)ov 
(а) Stamp: 95 хо, 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1.335 X355 144-55, АМ 223. 2.355 x 345 хау, AM 346. 
[т] Bardill negs. 94.6.302—32a (1); 95.6.23, 24 (2). 


ІФА 


612 
т. (DOAN NOY] + 
ТҸАЅІЯАЯӨГ. ] 
[‘Tud{vvou}+- iv&(uenávoc)s v' Вор) BL... 
The theta in line 2 is perhaps an accessory. 
(а) Stamp: 128 x pg (left)-61 (right). 
Structures behind Istanbul Archaeological Museum: 1. 
1.375 x 1x56. 
[1] Ülker, Proje, 61. 


ID(A)N[ 


613 
т. ]А&@1гАМ1 
]NOI 
Тоа) [vov] ivó(weruavoc)s у" в Bolt )] 
(a) Saraghane: 1. 
t. No. 1998. 
[1] Saraghane archive neg. 3.10.37. 


CRUCIFORM 
KDANNOY 
614 
1. а 
е 
€IAAISTANNS 
Ш 
1 


Еубііктійкесіе y [a ) Томкумом 

(a) Stamps 183 x 92. 
Sarachane: 1. 
t. No. 193, ? x ? x 37, found before excavation of St Polyeuktos 
began. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps", 2177, ГЫ. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
$39.5. 


IDANNOY НГОУМЕМОУ 


балда 
і. +IDANNOY 
ТОУНЕМОУ 
NAICTIS 
The typescript representation is that given by Meliopoulos. The ran 
4c the beginning of line 2 was presumably a gamma, and the ета on 
the same line was presumably а mu. The sigma on line 3 was 
presumably а kappa. 
+ Тофумо» [A}younevon (Цубткт(буос) с” 
(а) Near Erenköy. 
[1] Meliopoulos, Investigations, ә. [2] Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 
419 по, 5. 


KDANNOY КОЛОКҮМӨОҮ 


61$ " 
1, ЗІФАММЕ | 


KOAOKYNOS 
+ ‘lwdvvou кодокфувом 


(а) Date: after 532. See Part I, Ch, 9, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos, In or near building : or 2. 
[1] Gray, ‘Brickstamps’, $3 no. 1. [2] Schneider. 
"Ziegelstempel", 266 по, 62. 


616 
і. +IDANNS 
KOAOKYNOY 
+ "Lextvvou кодом Вв(о)о 
(а) Stamp: тұс x бо. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: r. 
I. 340 X? хас 
[1] Mamboury"'s notes. 
(b) Kalenderhane Camii, Exonarthex Теѓ: 1. 
т. (108) x (183) 37. 
[1] Peschlow, "Bnckstamps’, Віз a. 
(c) Kalenderhane Camii Unknown: t. 
т. 350 x 550 € 38. 
[т] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', B 12 b. 


IW ANNOY NAYKAHPOY 
617 | 
1. 4TOANNOV | 
NAVKAHP 
OVINA2G Y | 


+ Тобууоо уолик Араз ivé(ueniwoc)s є" 


(а) Ruins near Topalian Ham, in the area bounded Бу Носа Ham | | 
болар, Kaputcular боһаф, and Kaurcioglu Soka. | 
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[1] Meliopoulos, “Topothesia’, 230 no. т, [2] Xenakis, 
"Exakribóseis', 116 по, 4. (3) Schneider, Byzanz, 95.27 по. 5. 
[4] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 265 no. 32. [5] J. Kalch. 109.3. 
[6] Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 425 (mentioned). [7] SEG 17 (1987) 
по. боб. 


IDANNOY NOTAPIOY 
See IOYAN(N)OY NOTAPIOY. 


ІФАММОУ ONOKTHTOY 


See LOYAN(N)OY ONOKTHTOY. 


ІФАММОУ СЕРІЇ ) 


The completion of the abbreviation скру ) is apparently скрі моє) 


or ckpiviapiou) (Mango, ‘Review I’, 68 n. 2). РАКЕ, їй lists а number 
of possible sixth-cenrury candidates named Ioannes skribon and 
[oannes skriniarios. Cp. also ГЕШРГІОҮ СКР )5. 


IWANNOY CKP( )$ 


біз 
т. «ІШАМ 
MbCKPe 
+ '1ймтүубт exp( )s 
(а) Stamp: 57 x é1. 
Kalenderhane Camii, В 3/4: 1. 
1. (352) €(318) хуз. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', Вт). 
(b) Stamp: тоё хб, 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-57. Debris of fallen vault beneath Apsed Hall: т. 
1, Labelled ло, 13. 360 х 360 x о. 
[1] Talbot Face archrve photo. 
(c) Stamp: res « 62. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-55: 1-4. 


1. Labelled no. 3. 2.? x ? х 54, labelled по, 4, 3 Labelled no. 11. 


4. Labelled по. 13. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive photo. | 2) Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Saray Burnu. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(с) Stamp: 114 x64. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-55. Floorat level of bottom of outer wall, trench T. 
[1] GP TI, 107, fig. 21 no. 8. 
(Б) Rotunda and adjoining hall north of the Palace of Antiochus. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 6165. 


2. Asrype т but with horizontal line dividing text 


(a) Stump: rra хбі. i 
Hagia Sophia. Narthex, repairs to paving beside threshold of 
central door leading to exonarthex: 1. 
1. 35564 X354 X? = 
[1] Bardill пер. 94.13,2. [2] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


KDANNOY CKPI( ) 


619 
1, ITI ATA 


МЕСКРІ 
= "оямуол) скру) 
(а) Stamp: тіс х бу, 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-55. Debris of fallen vault beneath Apsed Hall: т, 
1. Labelled no. 15,355 x355 x 5 5. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive photo. 
(b) Stamp: 116 x 6t. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.340 Xx 337 хо, AM t (ald nos. 286 and 45). 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.1.0а, та, за. 
(c) Date: after 532. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2с. 
Great Palace, area Ea (Baths of Zeuxippos). 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


620 


(a) Several variants similar to 618,619. 


Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953—55. 

Conduit close to north-east end of north-west portico: 
(plurality). Їп situ 1n the vaulted chambers adjoining the Архей 
Hall to the south-west: (several) 1-4. Trench T, filling: 5. 
1.360 x355$ X50. 12. 360 x ? x60, 3,370 X 355 хо, 4. 3650 X? X 
go. $. 365 X? x55. 

[r] Talbot Rice archive photo. 


IWANNOY [.].К[...1А[.]К[....] 


621 

і. “ІШАММ 
5[.].К[...] 
ALIKE] 


+ ‘Tmavvou [.] ж/.. Jol. i] 


(а) Stamp: 192 х 88. 
Sea Walls. Near tower 8. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
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KA() 627 
ч т. INIABAKAA 
No accessory мібіктизғос) tà" Во ) Kat ) A 
баз 
(а) Stamp: 145 X22. 
1. ПІМЛІВАКА Date: 415/16 ог 43o/ 1. бес Part M, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Пу(біктізуос) 8t ра) Ке ) 


(а) Stamp: 120 X 22. 
Date: 415/16 or ggo t. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: т, 
1. ? X T хо, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


Accessory I 
623 
і. ІМЕІФКЕВАКА! 
ім(біктійуос) et + (in leaf or heart) K(üpt)e Во) Ка) 1 
(a) Stamp: 132 8 24. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. Бес Part II, Ch. д, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: (numerous) т. 
1. 390 X 302 X60. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.400 X385 ха, АМ. 
[т] Bardill negs. 94.1.2са,2та. 


Accessory E. 
624 
г. INABAKAK 
іу(біктійуос) a фо() Ко к 
(a) Stamp: 130 4 25 
Dare: 417/18 or 432/3, See Part IT, Ch. о, sect, 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
[360x340 X со. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
624 
i. IMGIBARAK 
iv(uctuvoc) zv Bod ) Ea) x 
(а) Stamp: 135 хау. 
Date: 416/7 or 431/2. See Part IT, Ch. 9, secr. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: (DAI (Ist) records two) 1. 
(1.385 X ? x55. 


[1] DAI (Ist) negs. KB 998 and КВ 1509, [2] Mango's notes. 


Accessory 
626 
т. ШПИГКАЛ 
[Ov(Suertàvoc) у Ко) X 
(a) Stamp: (93) x29. 
Unknown: t. 
1. 318 x (185) x 40747, АМ 409. 
[1] Вага negs. 95.9.36; 95.10.04, та, 


* Palace of Antiochus: (numerous) г. 

1, (450) х 350/310 x 45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] DAT (Tst) neg. KB 995. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (азо) x (230) каб, AM 295. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.2.17, 18a. 

(b) Stamp: 150 x 22. 
Date: 415/16 or 430/1. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
L4jox?x4;. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


КАП) = 
See also КАНІ ) „== 


No accessory 


628 
t. INOBAK A 


ім(біктійуас) 8" Bot) Kad ) 


(a) Stamp: (163) х 3o. 
Kalenderhane Camii. North-east corridor, north wall, door 


filling: 1. 

т. (340) (325) х 46. 

[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps", A18. 
Accessory H 
629 


т. INHBAPKAH 
ім бакт уос) пу Bap( ) Ко 111 
(a) Stamp: 150 x 28. 
"Bath" building beside the Myrelaion rotunda. 
[1] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Cami’, 173, fig. 11 no. 2. 


[z] Mamboury, ‘Nouvelle lecture’, 124, [3] Talbot Rice archive 
(rubbing). 


КАЛІ), KAAH() 


630 
1. BIAKAAH 
Bla Камю 
Шо Kaini) | 
(a) Stamp: (8% from upright of kappa to right) ха. 
Land Walls. Wall berween towers 95-06. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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ЕАЛАГРОҮ K( )K( ) 
631 No Accessory 
г. INIAKAAATPO Py яз, 
ім(біктізуес) vc Kourypo(u) 1. ЯЯАВТИІ ... 


(a) Stamp: 175 x25. 
Date: 427/8 ог 442/3 or 457/8. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. те, 
Byzantine drains along the Mese, Higher up Divan Yolu than 
Firuz Aga Camii: т. 
L. 365 X 365 x 5 j. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Cistern in $ апе. 
СІР ға, ‘Important Finds", 182, fig, 2. 


КАЛАТАТФМОС IIPECBYTEPOY 


632 

 +KAAA(T] 
АТФМОС 
ПРеСВвг?. 


Жаза Шатомострес (өтеромуя C' 
(а) Stamp: 132 x 7o. 


Unknown: 1. 
т. МВК inv. 6197, (200) x(132) х? 
[1] MSEK neg. 61972. [3] DAT (Ist) neg. 2340 (cast). 


[3] Mamboury's notes (from cast). Mango's nares (from cast). 


[b) Stamp: (80) x (со). 
Land Walls. Preron. 
[т] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, 150 па, 22.2. 
[z] DAI (Ist) negs. 6604 and KB $470 (cast). [4] Mamboury's 
nates (irom cast). [5] Mango's notes (from cast). 


ыы у 


Ses КАЛІ), КААН(). 


KAA() KY() 


633 
1, ІМНВАКАЛКҮ 
іу(бактабуас)а Воҳ) КаХ) Kt ) 
(a) Stamp: 177 x29. 
Date: 439/40 (or 424/ 4). See Part II, Ch. 11, sect. a. 
St Polyeuktos. Unknown: r-3. 
т, Mo. £44. 2, Mo. 147. 3. Na. 153. 
Notes: 1-5. One brick measures 170 x ? х 51-55. 
[1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps’, 208, Arg. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
g.11,28 (1). 


iv(Suctidivac) y" Во) К ук) 

(a) Stamp: 147 x 3o. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. Fragment, ? € ? * 45, TAM 33. 
ГГ Mamboury's notes. 


635 
i: INAI: ДКК 


імбіктізуде) en [. ..] КСІк) 

(а) Stamp: I35 25. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, IAM (CK) no. 15, ? x? хау. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


636 
і. ІМГІВАКК 


ім(бустибуас) m Во ) К кі ) 
(a) Stamp: 152 X 21. 
Sea Wall. Between Коса Mustafa Paga station (Samatya) and 
Nark Карі. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 
(b) Stamp: 130 x 28. 
Land Walls, Yedikule: 1. 
I. 382 X180 ху. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


637 
т. INVITAKK 
Әлбіктиӛмес) б Bot ) K( yel ) 
(a) Stamp: 168 x55. 
Kalenderhane Camu. Unknown: t. 
1.187х187Хе2. 
[1] Peschlow, "Bricksramps', Ату. 


638 х 
т. ЗУВАКК 
JE реб) КОж) 
(а) Stamp: (тос) x 25, 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6609 (cast). [2] Mamboury’s nores (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


639 
i: 1. КК 


LEKO) 

(а) Stamp: (65) х 27. 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul?) т, 
I. 300 x (230) x 42. 
[1] Unger, 'Seraispirze', hg. та по. 14. 
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Accessory I 

640 

1. ].. KKI 
EO) 


(a) Land Walls. Tower 48a. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaver, 150 na. 26.2. 
[2] DAI (Ist) neg. KB $479. [3] Mamboury's nares. 
Accessory Y 
641 
1. ІМӨВАККҮ 
ім(біктіймос) 0" Ba( ) K()i()u 
(a) Stamp: 188 x 23. 
Date: 4234/6 or 4458/1 or 44 1/6. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. re. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of drains in the Forum 


of Constantine. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


May or may not bave carried accessory 


642 
1. ВЗАЧККІ 
Blepg( ) Kt (E 


(а) Land Walls. Tower 48a. 
[т] Meyer-Plarh and Schneider, Landmaver, 159 no. 26.3. 


KAH( ) 

See also KA( ) 

643 

1. JIBAKAH 

ТУ Bot) KAn( ) 

(a) Stamp: (115) (from iota to right-hand end) x 26. 
Unknown: 1. 


1, (223) (210) x 44756, АМ 426. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.10.3323, 34а. 





кор. 


о TOF 
1Ко()%1 
(а) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?). 
[1] Dirimtekin, ‘Beylerbey’, 13 no. 2. Note thar 29 no. 2 shows 
]KON-[. 


EOK ) 


645 
т, ПЧІВАКОЇ 


їм(бижтиймос) 1" Рок ) Ко ) 


(a) Stamp: 138 x22 (right) - ус (left). 
Unknown: 1. 
1, 340340 X 54, LAM зо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


646 
г. JIBAKOI 


] Во) Ком) 
(a) Stamp: (11a) х 30. 
Land Walls. 5/91/92. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmawer, 148 no. 3. [2] DAI 
(Ist) neg. 6607 (cast), [3] Mamboury's notes (from cast). 
[4] Mango's notes (fram cast). 


KOIP[ 


647 
г. JEL. ] - ВАРЄКОІРІ,) 


[tv(Buenámwoc)] e[ . ] Вере) Кор. ] 
(a) Stamp: 173 xac. 
Unknown: 1—2. 
1. [AM 13. 2. 1AM 24. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures 380 x 380 x 52. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze), 


KOK HOY 


648 

1. “КОК 
HOY 
+ Кокте) 


(a) Stamp: 80 x 47. 
Walls of Nessebar, Pavement по. у of tower no. 277. 
т. 335 € 340 X2, dark red. 
[1] Ognenova-Marinova, 'Briques", 113 no. 14, 115 figs. тоб, 
107. 
(b) АЕ Letters 13-20 mm, high. 
Sea Basilica, Nessebar: т. 
т. Soha Archaeological Museum, (352) x (220) x 39. 
[1] Velkov, Basilica’, бо no. 2, [3] Besevliev, Znschriften, 103 
по, 13h, pl. 57 по, 159. 
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КОМІ ) KONCTANTINOY 
See 644,12. See KO(N)CTANTINOY, KONCTANTINOY and 
KO(N)CTANTINOY, KONCTANTINOY, 
KONCTANTINOY or КО(М)СТАМТІМОУ, 
KONONOC 
649 
1. +KONO 
NOc+ 
+ Kóvovoc + 


(а) Stamp: 11% хбо. 
Walls of Nessebar. Pavement по, % of tower по, 2: 123. 
I. 345 X 345 x ?, surface has yellowish tint. 2. 34; « 345 «2, 
surface has yellowish tint. 

,/" [+] Ognenova-Marinova, Briques’, 111-12 nos, tr and 12, 112 
fig. 102, 

(b) Stamp: ? x45. 
Sea Walls, Near the wall berween the walled-up gates between 
rowers 17—10: 1. 
L?X? M28, 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 77, 81, fig. 88 no. 5. 
Га) Mamboury’s notes. 

(c) Stamp: (86) x 49. 
Fethiye Camii. 
[1] Dumbarton Oaks Photographic Collection neg. Láz.41 
(C. Mango). 

(d) Dare: after 532. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ас. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or 2. 
[т] Gray, "Brickstamps', уб no. 47. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 266 по, 61. 


650 
1. 2 [KON] 
ONC, 
= [Kóv]ovo . 
(a) Stamp: (85) x 55. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
1. здо X ? X 40, 
[1] Mamboaury"s notes. 


KONC() 


651 
1, JKONC 
] Kove() 


(a) Stamp: (108) x 33. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928: 1. 
1, ? x?x40. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


КОСІ ) 


WITH INDICTION 


642 
і. IMAKOC 


імібіктібуес) 87 Косі ) 


(a) Stamp: 160 x35. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1. 390 X 38a x 35, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: (156) х 35. 
Unknown: т. 
1. (247) X (158) x 28-40, АМ дой, 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.9.32, 31. 


653 
L DOAATSUI 
ім(бистиймос) є" Bal) Koet} 
(a) Stamp: 130 x 18, 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1. ? X 330/280 X үс, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


654 
1, IIO KOC 


{м(фїктїфуос) O° + Косі ) 

(a) Stamp: 180 x 25. 
Date: 425/6 or 440/1. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. re. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-:i Hürnáyün: 1, 


1.385 X 370 X 40, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


655 
т. [IN]EXK OC 
[iv(&neciavoc]]s є /С" Косі ) 
(a) Stamp: ? x 55. 
Land Walls, Between Orilit Kapı and Topkapı 1. 
1.360 x ? X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 
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656 
Sigs фо EOC 
ies Косі ) 


(а) Stamp: 185 x 3o. 
Date: or—so4 or 16-19 or 331-34. See Part IL, Ch. o, sect. ad. 
Remains on Ismetiye Caddesi. North group: т. 
1. 395 X 380 X 45. 
[т] Mamboury"'s notes. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


657 
1, - EOC + 


+ Roc( ) * 
(а) Stamp: 160 x 4o. 
Date: 501—504 or 516—19 or 11—14. See Part I, Ch, 9, sect. 2d. 
Remains on İsmetiye Caddesi. North group: т. 
L 380 X 3754 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 
(b) Myrelaton debris. 


[т] Talbot Rice, "Bodrum Camii’, 173, fig. 11 no. 18. [2] Talbot 


Rice archive (rubbing). 

(с) Stamp: ? x40; 114 from upright of kappa to right-hand end, 
Dare: 502-33 or 517-20 or 532-735. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 20. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokağı, 

[1] Mamboury’s notes, 

(d) Dare: 522-33 or 517-20 or 932-35. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 
Substructures south of Cemal Nadir Sokağı, 

[1] Wulzinger, ‘Substruktionsbauten’, 381, fig. 8 no. 5. 


KO(N)CTANTINOY, KONCTANTINOY 


See also KO(N)CTANTINOY, RONCTANTINOY, 
KONCTANTINOY, KOX(N)CTANTINOY. 


MurrTiPLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION 
KONCTANTINOY 
658 . 
1. HNAS 

NOY 

TANTI 

+KONC 


Пуб(іктиімос)в Koveravelvou + 
(а) Stamp: 81 х(уо). 


Date: jo7—22. See Part Il, Ch. 9, sect. та. 

St Polyeukros. Level дуб: 1. Level roor*: 2. North aisle— 

demolished wall: 3-11. Unknown: 12. 

I Mo. 814. 2. No. 6394. 5. Mo. 1604, 4. No. 1005. є, No. 

зсоб, 4. Мо. тсо8, 7. Мо, tora. 8. No. тот}. 9. Mo. гоц. 

іс. Мо. rors. ті, No. тотб, 12. No. 854. 

Notes: 1-12, One brick measures ? х? x 41. 

[:] Hill, "Brickstamps', 211, Bro. [3] Sarachane archive neg. 
= созата) 


RO(N)CTAN(TINOY)S 


659 
1. +КОС 
TAN 
DAINS 
Meliopaulos' Latin Dis perhaps a misreading of an 5 sign: cp. 660, 
+ Ko(v)evuv(ctvou)s iv(Sucrt&voc) a s 
(a) Stamp: 87 x 86. 
Unknown. 
[1] Meliopoulos, ' Auxentiou', 64 п, 4. [2] Feissel, 
‘Inscriptions’, 421 по, 35. [3] SEG 37 (1987) по, тобі. 


ббс 

L “КОС 
ТАМ 
“АТМ. 


+ Коїм)стом(тімом)є iv(Suerwvoc) б s 


Numerous examples have been found at St l'alyeuktos (sec b), 
where the distribution af indictions an all the brickstamps indicates 
thatit js unlikely that the year should be read as 2/5. The position 
of the А before IN in line 3 suggests that the intention was to 
preclude the possibility of reading tvd(uetuivoc) g g 


(a) Stamp: 75 x 83. 
Myrelaion debris, 
[r] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 

(b) Stamp: 78 x75. 
Date: s1o/11, Sec Part П, Ch, 9, sect. 2a, 
St Polyeuktos. Level $9: 1. Level 877: 2. Level 229: 3. Level 297: 
4. Level 312: 5. Level 3389: 6. Level 532: 7. Level 593: 8. Level 
596; 9. Level 599: 12-12. Level боо: 13-24. Level 725%; 24-7. 
Level 736: 28. Level Bg 1*: 29. Level 898: ұс, Level 912*: 41, 
Level тооз: 32. Level 1362*: 33. Unknown: 34-40. 
1. No. 708. 2, No. 282. 3. Мо. 205, 4. No. 189. 5. No. 73r. 
6. Чо. 1387. у. No. 735. B. No. 687. 9. Ма. 693. 10. No, 732. 
11. No. 733. 12, No. 734. 13. No. 695, 14. No. 696. тр. No. 
697, 16, Na. 698, 17. No. 700. 18. No, усі. 19. Na. 702. 
20, No. 703, 21, Na. 705, iz. No. 706, 33. No. угу. 34. No. 
716. 25. No. 323. 26. МО. 324. 27. No. 358. 28. Na. 345. 
29. No. 457. 36, No. 640A. 31. Мо. 636A. 32. No. Ger. 
33. No. 1118. 34, No. 270. 3%. №о. 688. 36. No. боо, 
37. Ма. 691. 38. Na. 1329 (duplicared number). 39. No. 1330. 
що. Чо. 1331. a 
Notes: 1-49. One brick measures 375 x 365 € 35. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 212, B22. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
540.152 (27). 

(c) Stamp: 84 x 76, 


rd 


CATALOGUE 


Kalenderhane Camii. Covering of diakontkon vault: т. 
1, 380 X 380 x 37. 
[т] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', B4 с. 

(d) Stamp: 85 хЖо, 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Piyer Loti 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokağı, and Klod Farer Caddesi. In a 
wall 6 m, east of Pryer Loti болар: 1. 
1, убо х 370 x 45, Very light white mortar of crushed brick aud 
sand adheres то brick. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 

(е) Stamp: оз x77. 
Kalenderhane Camii, Nave, south-west pier, south side, йт situ 
in putlog hole at height of 2—3 m. (now plastered aver): (опе). 
Ba/2: r 
1, (200) x (195) x 48. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, B4 a, b. 

(£) Blachernai. 

,* [11 Mamboury's notes. 

(g) Unknown. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB сабо, 

(h) Unknown. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 54912 KB 6624. 

> -KOC 

TA[N] 

SA[INS] 

+ Ko(v)eza[v(zivon)]s Пм(біютиймосіє | 87 

On the reading of the indiction, see 660.1. 


(а) Date: бто/11. See Part ТТ, Ch. о, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 833°: 1. 
1. Мо, 630. 
[1] Saraghane archive. 


661 
т. КОСТАМ 
eAlNe 


Ko(v)crav(rivou)s ім бакта мос) В” 
On the reading of the indiction, see 660.1, 


(а) Stamp: 88 x s «. 
Great Palace. Area Act 1. 
1. Рх? харо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Probably identical to a. 
Stamp: 88 x сб. 
Date: 495/6 or то/тт or $25/6, See Part I, Ch. 9, seer. ad. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-4. 
І. IAM 35. 2.1AM 46. 3. ЇАМ 1. 4. IAM &. 
Notes: 1-4: One brick measures ? x ? x 4o. 
11) Mamboury's notes (squeeze). [2] Mango's nates (from 
squeeze). 


2. KOCTAN 


PAINE 
Ko(v)ctav(tivou)s 1у(біктізуас)в б" 


On the reading of rhe indiction, see 669.1, 
(а) Stamp: 8o x бо. 


i 218 


Land Walls. Pentapyrgion: (two): 
[1] DAT (Ist) neg. 6600 (cast). [2] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


М. TT ‚ 
KO(N)CTANT(INOY) e: 
662 
т. IMASIBA 
KOCTANT 


ivé(ixtidivec)s v fal) Ko(v)evavi(ivov) 


(а) St Euphemia in Hebdomon (Bakirköy) (location according to 
Sorlin-Dorigny, but no such church is known). 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscnptions’, 86 no. тї. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel, 264 no. 13. ІЗ) Mamboury, "Nouvelle lecture", 
23. 


WITHOUT INDICTIOIN 
KONCTAN(TINOY) 
663 
1, “КОМ 
CT[A]NS 
+ Кауспо)у(тіуоз|е 
(a) Sramp: ? x ss. 
Date: с. 532/3, See Part IL Ch. о, sect. zb. 
Hagia Sophia. Wall with exedras, Cafertye Sokag: 1. 
1,2 4? має, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(Б) Stamp: ? x 55, 
Great Palace, Area Ac: r. 
I, 2 X? € so. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


KONCTANTIN(OY) 


664 
1. [+ KJONC 
[TA]NTIN 
[+ К)русіта)утіу(оо) 
(a) Stamp: (109) хуу. 
Date: 567-22. See Part T1, Ch. 9, sect, за, 
St Polycuktos. Level тост: 1. 
т. No. toot, Рх? x 38. 
[1] Hill, “Brickstamps’, 211, Bo. [2] Saraçhane archive пер. 
P419. 


KO(N)CTAN(TINOY) 
665 
t КОС 
TAN 
Коїм)стим ( тімом) 
(а) Stamp: 83 x 48. 
Date: 507-22. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. aa: 
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St Polyeuktos, Level 499: 1. Level 724*: 2—3. Level 742: 4. Level 


(5957: е, North aisle - demolished wall: 6-7. Unknown: В, 

т. Mo. Bor. 2. No. 427. 3. No. 346. 4. No. 742. s. Ma. 571. 
6. No. 1003. 7. No. 1011. 8. Мо. 1304. 

Notes: 1-8. One brick measures ? x ? x 42. 

[1] Hill, *Brickstamps', 211, Bra, [2] Saraghane archive negs. 
f I.21 (2), 10.3.72 (1). 


2. KOC 

TAM 

Ko(v)etav(tivou) 

(a) Stamp: 75 «68. 
Date: тоу-22, See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. га, 
St Polyeuktos. Level д: 1. Level 164: 2-3. Level 674: 4. Level 
Begs 46. Unknown: 7-8. 
„Мо. 211. 2. No. 84. 3. No. 88. 4, No. 446. с. No. убу 
6. No. 431. 7. No. 1326. 8. 1327. 
Motes: 1-8, One brick measures ? x ? x 40. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 211, Bry, [2] Sarachane archive negs, 
5:41.33, 10:3. 102 (8). 


y KOC 
NYL 


Ko(v)etav(rivov) 


(a) Stamp: 75 x64. 
Date: 507-22. See Part П, Ch. 5, sect. 2a, 
St Polyeuktos. Level тото: т. 
т. No. 1103, 2 x ? x 33. 
[1] Hill, “Brickstamps’, 2 12, B16. 


4 [K]OC 
HYL 


[K]Jo(v}ctow(tiven) 
(а) Stamp: 74 x68, 
Dare: 507-22. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level бсо: 1. Level 736: 2. 
г. Мо. бод. 2. Мо. 316. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x 44. 
[1] Hill, *Brickstamps', 212, Bry. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
593.3 (2). 


$ KOC 

WAT 

Ko(v)ezav(zivou) 

(a) Stamp: 55 хбо. 
Sea Wall of Boukoleon: (numerous). 
(1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpalaste, 20 (тор). 
[2] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel", 267 no. бле, 

(b) Several variants. 
Stamp: approximately 78 х бу. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Roof, Blling-wall: т. By well wall: 2. 
u (175) x(155) х45- 2. (270) (тәр) «49. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps", Ват (illustration compiled trom 
several variants). 


6. ООЯ 
МАТ 


Ком)стам(тімом) 


(a) Date c $32/3. See Part И, Ch. g, sect. 2b, 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of the west doors, demolished 
November 1873. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Letter’, r36 no. с, 


666 
1. “КОС 
TAN 


+ Ка(устау(тіуом) 


(а) Stamp: 72 x 57. 
Remains found when laying drains in Ank Ali Paga Caddesi. 
In the middle of the street: T, 
T. PX? X45. 
ІП Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Sramp: 73 х 58. 
Sea Walls. INear tower 8. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 15 with n. 2, 16, fig. 
ту no. 4. [2] Mamboury's notes. 
(c) Sramp: 76 хаб. —— 
Date: after 532. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ag, 
Great l'alace, area Ea (Baths of Zeuxippos). 
[1] Mambonury"'s notes. 
(d) Stamp: 76 x 6c. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area 1n 1935-34, 
Mamboury gives location as “АР: 1. 
1, ? X ? 4 36, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(е) Stamp; 78 x(57). 
Unknown: 1. 
1. MSBK inv. 6228, (Во) x (110) x ? 
[1] М5ВК neg. daria [2] DAT (Ist) neg. 3343 (cast). 
[3] Mambonry's nores (from cast), Га) Mango's notes (from 
cast), 
(f) Stamp: 8o x62, 
Hagia Sophia, Near the Director's office, December 1939: 
[1] Mango’s nates (from nibbing). 
(р) Stamp: 8o «62. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6607, 
(Б) Stamp: 8o x é5. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: т. 
1.360 X 360 X $ 5. 
[1] Mambaury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaláste, 38 (top row, left). 
[2] Mamboury's nates, 
ü) Stamp: Во x (80). 
Remains in thé area bounded by Divan Yolu, Piyer Lori 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokağı and Klod Farer Caddesi: 1, 
1, 370 X 370 X 45. 
[1] Mamboury:s notes. 
(j) Stamp: 81 x 58. 
Kalenderhane Сати, Unknown т: 
т. (215) х(195) x40. 
ІП Peschlow, ‘Brickstarnps', Bra. 
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(К) Stamp: 81 x69. 


(I) 


(т 


in} 


{o) 


(р) 


(9) 


(ғ) 


(s) 


(t) 


(u) 


(v) 


— 


Unknown: 1-2. 

1. уба х 360 x 35-40, AM 211 (old по, Б). 2.370 x уе x 56-48, 
АМ 423. 

[1] Bardill negs. 94.6.2592 (1); 95.5.18, 19 (2). 

Sramp: #2 бз. 

Date: 533—315. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2h. 

Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: r. 

1. 380% 370 X 45. 

[1] Mamboury's nores. 

Stamp: 82 хё{. 

Ruins west ої Boyaci Ahmet Sokağı, opposite the Kóprülii 
library. Wall near the east of the hypogeum: 1. 

L PRI X40. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 

Stamp: 82 хуб. 

Balaban Aga Mescidi: т. 

1.380 * 370 x 55, LAM 136. 

[1] Mamboury"s notes, 

Stamp: 33 х(58). 

Kalenderhane Сати, Unknown: 1. 

1.38; x (200) x47. 

[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', B16, 

Stamp: 84 x 66. 

Unknown: т. 

1. [AM (CK) no. 28, fragment, 38o x? x 45. 

[1] Mango's notes. 

Stamp: 85 хто. 

Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of drains inthe 
Forum of Constantine. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 

Stamp: 85 x 78, 

Dare: 507—722, See Part IT, Ch. o, sect. 23. 

St Polyeuktos. Level roor": 1. 

1, No. 648 (was 1321), 2 x? x 35-40. 

[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 212, B18. [2] Sarachane archive neg. 
13.3.1132. 

Stamp: 86 к бу. 

Great Palace, excavatiansán Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-75: 1. 

1. Labelled no. 19. 

[1] Talbot Rice archive photo. 

Stamp: 88 x68. 

Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 

т. 2х? куо, LAM М. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 

Stamp: (8a) x (18). 

Great Palace, excavarions in the Peristyle area in 193 4-38. Site 
Byn 

Lexi Mad, по. со. 

[1] GPL pl. та no. ғо, [1] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder box 38, neg. 219. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. аз 
[2], 

Stamp: (90) x бо, 

Land Walls, Pentapyrgion, vicinity of 5t Nicholas: 1, Tower 
Jipa 

Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x £s. 

[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Lardmaser, 149 no. 12.3. 


(ж) Stamp: go x $c. 
Unknown: 1. ; 
1. [AM (CK) no, 41, stamp slightly obliterated, 380 x 38a ха. 
[1] Mango’s notes, Үш, 
(x) Stamp: 91 x66. ae 
Structures behind the Istanbul Archaeological Museum: 1. 
1. 370 X 560 x fo. 
[1] Ülker, Proje, $8. 
(y) Stamp: 94 x68. 
Hebdomon (Bakırköy), Tribunal: т. 
г. ууа X370 X 40. 
[r] Mamboury's notes. 
(z) Date c 532/3. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of west doors, demolished 
November 1873, 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Letter', 130 no. 5a. 
(aa) Inthe area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 and 
1958-62 berween Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[] Dirimeekin, Fouilles’, 185 no. s. 


. ЯКОС 


ТАМ 
+ Ko(v)ezav(rivou) 
(а) Stamp: 78 x 7o. 
Great Palace. Area Ab. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Erenköy, 
[1] Siderides, Remarks, 218 no. 3, [2] Feissel, "Inscriptions", 
418 no. 29.3. 


“КОС 


ТАМ 
+ Ko(v]erav(rivou) 


(а) Stamp: гоз x 68. 
St George m the Mangana. Гл sity in the cistern beneath the 
church, 
(1) Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 29, fig. 31 no. 1. 
[2] Mamboury's notes. 


‚ «КОС 


ТАЙ 
«Коу)стам(тіуіне) 


(а) Stamp: 65 «45. 
Date: 507-22. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 24. 
St Polyeukeos. Level 655: 1. Level 1121 (‘Baptistery’, west wall, 
north end) 2, 
r. Na. 737. 2. No. 770 (wà5 1320). 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x 45. 
[1] Hill, *Brickstamps", 211, Big. [2] Saraghane archive neg, 
10.3.32 (2). 

(b) Stamp: бо x 59. 
Date: 507-212. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
5t Palyeuktos. Level дд: т. Level 833*: 2. Level 898: 4, Level 
1165*: 4. Unknown: 5. 
L No. 214. 2, Mo. 637, 3. ING. 682. 4. INO, 1216. 4. INO. 253. 
Notes: 1-5. One brick measures ? x ? x 33-39. 
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(с) 


(4) 


(с) 


(b 


(g) 


(h) 


(i) 


(К) 
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[r] Hill, "Brickstamps', 212, Brg. [3] Saraghane archive neg. 
10,3.12a (1). 

Stamp: 74 x (62). 

Hagia Sophia, Narthex, repairs ro paving beside threshold of 
central door leading to exonarthex. 

[1] Wan Nice archive (rubbing). 

Several variants. 

Stamp: approximately 75 x 64. 

Kalenderhane Camii, T1/2: r. Unknown: 2-5. 
1.(ағо)к(240) x 40. 2. (255) (220) ж 38. 3. (185) х(139) худ. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', B17 (illustration compiled from 
several variants). 

Stamp: (75) ж ус. 

Unknown: 1. 

1. IAM (CK) по. 75, fragment, ? x ? x 45. 

[1] Mango's notes. 

Stamp: 78 x ? 

Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38: 1. 
І. no. 83. 


[1] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 38, neg. 31%, 


Sramp: 88 x (72). 

Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928: 1. 

1.7? X2 X55. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 

Stamp: (65) x (74). 

Kalenderhane Cami. B 3/2: 1: 

1. (132) x (168) x 42. 

[1] Peschlow, '"Brickstamps', B1 5. 

Stamp: 90 куу. 

Unknown: 1. 

1. [AM (CK) no. 54, 375 X? X45. 

[1] Mango's notes. 

Stump: gË x72. 

Hagia Sophia. Near the Director's office, December 1939: 
(twa). 

[1] Mango's notes (from rubbing), 

Several variants with different forms of kappa. 

Stamp: average 98 x 78. 

Beyan, great wall to the north of the Diakonissa complex: т, 
1. 38a x 360 хо. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 

Stamp: 98 x (58). 

Beyazit, great wall to the north of the Diakonissa complex: т. 
1.390 х 38a x yo. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 


(m) Stamp: 98 x 79. 


(п) 


(о) 


Unknown: 1-2. 

1. 375 4370 X48, AM 220 (old no. 269). э. (180) х{з2{]х 
44-50, AM 469. 

[1] Bardill пер. 94.6.24, 2 $2 (1); 95-15-20, 21 (а). 

Stamp: 98 x fo, 

Balaban Aja Mescidi: 1. 

1, 2 x ? хдо, LAM 106. 

[т] Mamboury's notes. [1] Mango's notes. 

Stamp: 98 x 8o. 

Hagia Sophia. Baptistery, under sarcophagus. 


[1] Van Mice archive (rubbing), 


(p) Stamp: roo «65. 


Great Palace, Area Ác: 1. 
1.? X? X50. 
[1] Mamboury'"s notes. 
іч) Stamp: 100 € 65. 
Great Palace. Area Acc 1. 
1,7 X? x Go. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
(г) Stamp: тоо кс, 
Hagia Eirene. Southern side of atrium: 1. 
1.355 X340 X47. 
[1] George, 5r. Erene, pl. 16 no. б. 
(s) Stamp: тос м 70, 
St George in the Mangana. Jn sita in the cistern beneath the 
church: 1. 
1.? X? X 40. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 29, fig. 31 no. 3. 
[2] Mamboury"s notes. 
() Stamp: rec x72. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1915-38. 
Mamboury gives location as "Са": 1, 
1. 360 x 350 x 48. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(ш) Stamp: 10: x74. 
Hagia Sophia, South-west corner, loose on vault exposed 
when the roof af the washing fountains was removed, 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
(v) Stamp: roo x 76, 
Unknown: т. 
t. IAM (СК) nos, 42, 42a, 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(w) Stamp: тоо x 8o. 
Hagia Sophia. Exonarthex, repairs to paving beside second 
door from north leading to narthex, opposite north jamb of 
door. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, [1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
(x) Stamp: тоз x 86. 
Unknown: т. 
1. LAM (CK) по. 56, 380 x 345 x 50. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(y) Stamp: тоо х 89. 
Hagia Sophia, Narthex, repairs to paving beside threshold of 
central door leading tò exonarthex: т. 
Ln378x35j к? 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.13.1. [2] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
(z) Stamp: 101 x75. 
Dare: 533-45. See Part Il, Ch. я, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia, Constructions of the north-west court: 1, 
1. 365 x 160 X fo. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, 
Stamp: 104 x ЕУ. 
Hagia Sophia. South-east buttress, 
[1] Antoniades, Hagia Sophia, і. 84, fig. іп. [3] Sotenou, 
Hagia Sophia, бі. [3] Swift, Hagia Sophia, то no. 2. 
(bb) Stamp: (87) x (76). 
Daret 532-37. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 


— 


(аа 
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Hagia Sophia, North tympanum, east hole at foot of central 
recessed 


[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1937-3811. 
1. nó. 66, 
[1] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 38, пер. 
231. 

(cc) Stamp: 116 x 7a. 
Land Walls. Tekfur Sarayi, interior: 1. 
Ех? X40, 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 

(dd) Stamp: 110 x65. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1934-38. 
Mamboury gives location as "Са; Turkish wall vault: 1. 
1.3720 X 360 X 4 5. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 

(ее) Stamp: rr2 x 7o. 

v Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 

1, ? x? x 4c, [AM 101. 
ІП Mamboury's nates. 

(й) Stamp: 116 хус, 
Date: 433-35. Sec Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: 1. 
L 360340 X4f. 
[:] Mamboury's notes. 

(рр) Stamp: 116 x65. 
Rumeh Hisar: Loose. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(hh) Stamp: (ус) « 74. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1, 
1, (238) % (175) *45. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', Вій. 

(ii) Stamp: ?x7;. 
Date: 535-35. Sec Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: 1. 
1.350 X 350 X fO. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 

(jj) Stump? x71. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyamt), 1928: 1. 
т.ж? жаз. 
ІЗІ Mamboury's notes. 


. «КОС 


ТАМ 

+ Коу стом (ямо) 

(а) Stamp: 97 хс, 
Date: 53 3-35. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: 1. 
t, 380 K 360 хо. 
[1] Schneider, 'Ziegelstempel', 267 no. 644. [2] Schneider, 
Westhof, 26 no. т. [3] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Stamp: 99 x Hr. 
Hagia Eirene. Southern side of atram: т. 


1-355 X355 хаб. 
[т] George, 5t. Eirene, pl. 16 no. у. 


6. 


ч 


у. 


10. 


п. 


Same as either type 4 or s. 


(a) Stamp: өр x75. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene | 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 11e x ус. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
I.?X?X45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


. “КОС 


TAN 
+ Ko(v)erav(vivov) 


(a) Stamp: 124 x42. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1546-47 between 
Нара Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1, 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboeury's notes. 


. +КОС 


TAIN] 
+ Ко(м)ста|м)(сімат) 
(a) Stamp: 116 х (92), 
Long Walls of Constantinople. Fort near Karacakiy: (опе). 
Within Fort D, between towers r2 and 13: (several). 
I,? X230, 
[т] Schuchharde, ‘Anastasius-Mauer’, 113, hg. 9. [2] Harrison, 
"Long Wall’, 36 n. 17. 
+KOC 
NAT 
+ Ко(м)стам(тімог) 
(a) Stamp: 77 х(66), 
Sea Walls. Near tower 16. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 77, 81 fig. 88 no. 2. 
+R OC 
NAT 
+ Kolvjetav(tiven) 
(а) Stamp: 78 x75. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. 352 x (195) х 39744, AM 238. 
[т] Bardili negs. 94.12.22, 23. 
450C 
[.+-] 
+ Ko(v)e[zav(zivou)] 
(a) Stamp: Bo м? 
Sea Walls, Near tower 8: т. 
1.2 x2 x40. 
[t] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 15 with n. 2, 16 fiy. 
ту по, 3. [2] Mamboury"s notés. 


. «КОС 


МАТ 
+ Коїмстам(тімом) 
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I5. 


14. 


(a) Stamp: 75 * 7o, 
Hippodrome. Window ol exterior wall near the Palace of 
Antiochus: 1. 
1.380 x 300 X 55. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 75 x 6o. 
Ruins at Küçükyalı., Upper floor: 1, 
і.РхРжає. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(с) Stamp: 75 x 68. 
Hebdomon (Bakırköy): 1. 
t. MSBK no. unknown. 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions', 92 no. 45. [2] DAI (Ist) 
neg. 2343 (cast), [3] Mamboury's notes (from cast). 
[4] Mango's notes (irom cast). 
(d) Stamp: 74-77 x 68-71. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1? Xx?x45,AM 242. 2. 370 X бу X 42-49, AM 234 (old no. 
71). 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.12.17 (2), 29 (1). 
Kariye Cami. Loose: 1. 
1,2 X? 445, 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). 
(е) Stamp: 77 x 7o. 
Beyazıt, great wall to the north of the Diakonissa complex: 1. 
I. 370 x 370 X45. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 
JO 
MAT 


+ Ko(v)etav(rivau) 
(a) Stamp: 90 x 77. 
Date: 507-22, See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. га. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 2671. Level 2% 2-3. Level 1237*: 4. 
Level 1352*: 5. Unknown: 6-9. 
т. No. 74. 2, No. уз. 3. No. 78. 4. Мо.1169. $. No. 1148. 
6. Мо. arg. 7.Мо.221. 8. Мо. 227. 9. No. 1328 (duplicated 
number), 
Notes: 1-9. One brick measures 385 x 375 хо. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 212, Bao. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
9.12.16 (3). 
Same as types 1—6. 
(a) Stamp: (82) (49). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 193 5-38. Site 
Br: 1. 
Ех Хх, пе, үт. 
[1] GP1, pl. 14 па. т. Га) Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg, 220. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
(з) 
(b) Jn situ in the excavation berween Нара Erene and Hagia 
Sophia. First aisle, west bay, top of broken vault. 
[1] Peschlow, Irenenkirchbe, 224, fig. 30 no. 5. 
(с) Stamp: 75 (уз [rom top то bottom of alpha in line 2). 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 
1,2 x? x35, LAM тоз. 
[1] Mambeoury's notes. 
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(d) Stamp: 98 x (54), 
Hagia Sophia. North-west buttress, loose brick at gallery-roof 
level. 
[т] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
(е) Tuzla, church ас Degirmena!n. 
[т] Eyice, ‘Tuzla’, 35 with pl. zr. 
1$. Same as type gor 12. 
(a) Stamp: (уо) x ро, 
Great Palace, excavations in the Регізгуіе area in 1935-38. 
Mamboury gives location as "AP. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 
16. Same as types 1-6, 9—12. 
(a) Stamp: 97 x (62). 
Нара Sophia. Exonarthex, repairs to paving beside second 
door from north leading to narthex: 1. 
1.360 x ?x? 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
17. Same as type t ar 4. 
(a) Stamp: 11e x 7o. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: 1. 


1. T 41 R Go. prune 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
18. Sameas types 1, 4, or y. 
(а) Stamp: (уо) x 7a. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. (266) x (202) x 47755, AM 466. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.15.14, 15. 


667 
1, + КОС 
TANS 
+ Kolvietav(tivow)s 
(a) Stamp: 88 x yo. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi т. 
1, ?x ?x 50, [AM 1. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


(b) Stamp: Approx. (83) хбо. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
B1, building north-west of church (debris): 1. 
1. 360 x ? хро, по. 32. 
[1] GP T, рі. 14 по» 32, [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 206. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[z]. 

(c) Stamp: (81) (from upright of + to right-hand side) x ба. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.20; X 170 X 38-47, АМ 467, 
[1] Вага пер. 95.15.16, ту. 

(d) Stamp: 38 x65. 
Dare: 533-35. See Part I, Ch, 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court т. 
1. 379X370 х о. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


(e) 


m 


(g) 
(qu 


(i) 


(к) 


(b 


- 


(m 


(n) 


(о) 


(p) 


(q) 


(г) 
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Stamp: 92 x 64. 

Unknown: 1. 

т. (240) х(тус) х 38-41, AM 448. 

[1] Bardill пера. 93.14.52, ба. 

Stamp: (82) (from vertical of cross to right-hand edge) x 66, 
Palace of Antiochus: т. 

1.2 x? X 40. 

[1] Mamboury's notes, 

Rotunda and adjoining hall north of the Palace of Antiochus. 
[t) DAI (Ist) neg. KB 6163. 

Stamp: 94 x (6a). 

Date: 533-35. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. zb. 

Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the narth-west court, large 
surrounding wall of Hagia Sophia. 

[1] Mamboury's nates. 

Stamp: 95 х(б1). 

Unknown: 1-2. 

1, LAM (СК) по. 68. 2. 1AM (CK) nà. 77. 

[1] Mango's notes. 

Stamp: 95 x64. 

Unknown: 1. 

1.490 X 370 X 42, AM 236 (014 no. 5). 

[1] Вагай neg. 94.12.22. 

Stamp: 94 x 65. 

Unknown: t. 

г. (362) x (330) x 477 T1, АМ 334. 

[=] Bardill пер. 95.6.9, ro. 

Stamp: 95 x65. 

Grear Palace. Area Ab: т. 

I, 9o x 360 x зу. 

[+] Mamboury's notes. 

Stamp: 95 м 66. 

Probably irom the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 

1. удо X ? х со, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 

(11 Mamboury"'s nates. 

Stamp 95 X 66, 

Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene; 1-3. 

1.390 X170 X 0. 1,390 x 462 х ка. 3, 375 X 375 хус. 
Notes: r-3. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 

Stamp: 06 x 58, 

Hagia Eirene, Southern side of atrrum. 

[1] George, St. Erene, pl. 16 по, t1. 

Stamp: 97 жуу (left)-65 (right). 

Unknown: 1. 

т. (336) &(280) x 35743, AM 157. 

[т] Bardil! neg. 94.13.24. 

Stamp: 98 x ба, Letters about 25 mm. high. 

Silivri: т. 

1. 366 x 360 x 45, stamp in centre, traces of circular 
fingermarks. 

Га) Seure, “Antiquités’, 573, fig. 17 na. 3. 

Stamp: 98 x64. 

Hagia Sophia, North gallery, east bay, east window, external 
patch in south end of sill, 

[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


(s) Stamp: тоок? 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Наша Sophia and Hagia Eirene: з. 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collecuon.. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 
(t) Stamp: 1c0 x71. 
Hagia Sophia. Near the Director's office, December 1939. 
[т] Mango’s nates (from rubbing). 
(в) Stamp: 104 x 73. 
Нара Sophia. Remains of the wall behind the ticket-office, 
south-west of the baptistery: т. 
1.?x?x:5. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(v) Stamp: тай x75. 
Unknown: t. 
1, Once in Robert College, fragment, ? x ? x хо, 
[1] Mango’s notes. 
(ж) Stamp: тоб x 76. 
Unknown: t. 
т. (255) x (155) «46-48, AM 468. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.1 5.18, тд. ^ 
(x) Sump:c114 x72. 
Date: 532-37. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. South-west corner, east wall above washing 
fountain, brick built into wall and visible in roof of hole of 
former wooden tic, 
[1] Van Nice archive. 
(у) Found in the process of opening a tunnel from the central 
nave of Hagia Еігепе, 
[т] Ramazanoğlu, Sainte-Irine, fig.2. [2] Mamboury, 
"Nouvelle lecture’, т24. [3] Mamegris, “Hagia Sophia", 289 
(mentioned as + Кшустаус +). Га) Schneider, "Review", 221 
(mentioned). 
(=) Date: after 542. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building г orz- 
[1] Gray, '"Brickstamps", 54 na. 13. 
(aa) Stamp: 125 хус. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Taun 
(Beyazit), 1928: 1. 
1.2 X? X40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(bb) Stamp: 131 х 68. 
Date: 507-23. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 22. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 1237*: 1. 
1. Mo. 1080, ? х? x 42-47. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 212, Ват. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.12.15. 
Stamp: Approx. (64) х 68, 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935—38. Site 
Bi, building north-west of church (debris): 1. 
I,? x2x40,10.24. 
(1) GPL, рі. 14 по. 24. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 198. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2]. 
(dd) Stamp: ? x £a. 
Great Palace. Isolated wall west of area Ba (area Bf ?): т. 
L?x?x:$gc. 


= 


(се 
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[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaláste, 12 no. 3 (where 
the location is said to be near the monumental staircase at the 
‘House of Justinian’), [2] Mamboury's notes. 
(се) Stamp: 130 x (66). 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (345) (270) 445748, AM 470. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.15.22, 23. 
(ff) Stump: 131 x65. 
Unknown: 1. 
г. 385 x 369 x45—52, AM 230. 
[1] Вага negs. 94.12.8, 5; 94.14.18, 19. 
(gg) Stamp: туз хбу. 
Beyazit, great wall to the north of the Diakonissa complex: 1. 
т. 370 x 360 x yo. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(hh) Stamp: 132 x65. 


Beyazit, great wall to the north ol che Diakonissa complex: г. 


I. 390 x 380 4 бу, 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
(0) Date: c.542/3. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect, 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in froncof west doors, demolished 
November 1873. 
[1] Sorlin-Dongny, ‘Letter’, 130 no. ¢b. 


668 
n «КОС 
TAN+ 


+ Kofvjetav(tiven) + 


(а) Stamp: той x 55. 
Dare: after $32. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ac. 
Great Palace, area Ea (Baths of Zeuxippas) 1. 
т.Рхрхуу. 
ПІ Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: rio x68, Omicron is 17 mm. high. Nu is 29 mm. high. 
Date: $33-35. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court, large 
surrounding wall of Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(c) Stamp: 112 & 61. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (здо) x (170) x 45-50, AM 1Ea. 
[1] Bardili neg. 94.11.13. 
(d) Stamp: 113 x40. 
Hagia Sophia. Near the Director's office, December 1959. 
[1] Mango's nores (from rubbing). 
(e) Stamp: 114 «6a. 
Date: 533-35. See Part Il, Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: 1. 
1.2? x45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(Г) Stamp: 117 x65. 
Great Palace. Series of pillars to the east of area Ac. 
Foundations near the terrace: 1. 
1. 570 X 376 X ja. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


2. «KOC 

ТАЙ» 

+ Ko(v)etav(civou) + 

(a) Stamp: 107 x 63. 
Sea Walls. Near tower 19. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 78, 84, fig. 92 (top). 
Га) Mamboury’s notes. 

(Б) Stamp: тоу x64. 
Between the Gülhane hospital and the hexagon. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


669 
КОС 

TANc 

+ Коїм)стом(тімом)є 

(a) Stamp: 91 «65-67. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1.375 X 362 X 45, AM 222. 2.365 X (262) х 43-44, АМ 237. 
[т] Вага negs. 94.12.10, 11 (1), 21 (а). 

(b) Stamp: 96 х бо. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 
1. 360 x ? хто, LAM 98. ce 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 

(с) Stamp: 97 x (55). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. 
Mamboury gives location as ‘Са: 1. 
т. 360 x 350 X 48, 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 

(4) Stamp: 97-99 х 62-63. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1. (9c) «(285) € 40-46, AM 239. 2. (345) x(275) «40748, AM 


447- 

[1] Bardill negs. 94.12.25 (1); 96-14-33, 4а (2). 

Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 

t, 380» 375 x ро, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 

[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


670 

1. “КОСТ 
ANe@Ne2 
+ Kafvietav(tivou)s (Юу(біктируос)е 
+ Ko(v)czav(xivou)s v s 
The significance of the final пи is not clear. It may bean 
abbreviation for (у бактияуас) or an accessory, For іубистиймос 
without a following numeral, cp, 671.1, 672.1, 673.1. Although the 


final letter might be theindiction с / 0, the evidence of 671.1., 672.1, 


673.1 suggests thar И might be an abbreviation sign. 
(a) Stamp: 56x52. , 

'Tokludede Mescidi: т. 

[2x 2x45, IAM 72. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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КО(МУСТАМТ(ІМОҮ) 


671 

і. "КОС 
ТАМ 
TelNe 


+ Ro(vjctorve(ivaw)s іу біктийуос) 


For ivéuctifivoc without a following numeral, cp. 670.1, 672.1, 
673.1. It seems unlikely that the final letter should be read as 67/5, 
since the broken form of this die (672.1b) was found at St 
Polyeuktos, where the distribution of indictions does not include 
years six aud seven (cp. 660.1). 
(a) Stamp: 82 x75. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. IAM (CK) по. 25, fragment ? x? x 35. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
, (b), Stamp: 82 x75. 
' St George in the Mangana. In situ in the cistern beneath the 
church. 
i [1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 29, fig. 31 no. 2. 


672 
r. TAN 
теме 


zave(tvou)s Їм(бистиймосів 


| A broken form of 671.1. For імбиктиймос without a following 

| numeral, cp. 679.1, 671.1, 673.1. It seems unlikely that the final 
letter should be read as 7С, since 672.1b was found at St 
Polyeuktos, where the distribution of indictions does not include, 
years six and seven (cp. 660.1). 


(a) Stamp: 77 х (78). 
Sea Walls. Lighthouse tower, area Fp. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 
(b) Stamp: $1 худ. 
Date: 557-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 229: 1. 
1. No, 243, ? x 2 х 38-40. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 214, B3o. [1] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.12.0. 
673 
1, «KOC 
TVN 
тенме 
+ Ko(v)czavi(ivov)s Ям(бістибуос)в 
For імбиєтіймос without a following numeral, ср. 670.1, 671.1, 
| 672.1. It seems unlikely chat the final letter should be read as 2/0 
since 673.1a was found ar St Polyeuktos, where the distribution of 
indictions does not include years six and seven (cp. 662.1). 
| (a) Stamp: (72) * 77. 
Date: 527-22. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 279: 1. Level 673: 2. Unknown 3. 
т. No. 311. 2. No. 467, 3. No. 1332, 
Notes: 173. One brick measures ? x ? x 32-40. 
[1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps', 212, Bay. [2] Saraçhane archive пер. 
12,3. ga (1). 


(b) Stamp: 77 *78. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-10, 
1, [AM as. 2. АМ 52. 3. LAM бо. 4. LAM уо. {ТАМ 84. | 
& LAM 99. 7. IAM той, B. TAM 112. 9. LAM тіз. то. AM 
116. 
Notes: 1-10. One brick measures 375 х 370 X до. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). [2] Mango's notes (from 
squeeze). 


KO(N)CTANT(INOY) 
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1, «КОСТ 


ANT 

+ Ko(v)eravi(ivov) + 

(a) Stamp: (90) x бо. 

Unknown: ї. | 
1, Once in Robert College. | 
[1] Mangp's notes. 
(b) Stamp: тод х? 
Date: $3373 5. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia, Constructions of the north-west court, large 
surrounding wall of Hagia Sophia, 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
(c) Stamp: 116 x63. 
Hagia Sophia. Near Director's office, December 1939. 
[т] Mango's notes (irom rubbing). 

(d) Stamp: (68) x63 
Hagia Sophia. South-east buttress, upper room, loose: 1. 
1.2 x? хаб, fingermarks near stamp. 

[т] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 

(с) Stamp: rog # 65. 

Unknown: 1. 
1. (322) x (250) x 45, AM 240. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.12.26, 27. 

(f) Possibly of this type. The final letter, which appears in 
Mamboury's drawing as а sigma, has been taken to be a tau. 
Stamp: 11e Kay. 

Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
12x? x45. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 

(g) Stamp: 112 x65. 

Great Palace. Series of piers to the east of area Ac, second 
foundation below the bath: (numerous) 1. 

г. 370 X 360 хо. 

[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(Б) Stamp: 113 x63. 

Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1, 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 
(i) Stamp: 114 X64. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. (258) x (264) х 36744, AM 454. 
[i] Bardill пер. 95.14.26a, 272. 
(і) Stamp: r14 x65. 
Date: 543-35. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 20, 
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Hagia Sophia. Debris from the collapsed barrel vault in the 
substructures of the west wing of the Jusunianic atrnim: 1. 
1. 380 x? хар, 
[1] Schneider, Westhof, 26 na. 9. [2] Mamboury'’s notes. 
(К) Stamp: 174 x 66. 
Hagia Eirene, Southern side of atrium: т, 
1. 353 X355 X44 
[1] George, 5r. Eirene, pl. 16 no. 7. 
(1) Stamp: 116 x бо. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: т. 
1. 350 X 370 хде, once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(т) Stamp: 115-117 x 63-66. 
Unknown: 1-6. 
1360x555 x39744, AM 300, 2. 365 x (130) x 41-43, AM 328. 
3- (275) х(а40) x3 5745, AM 243. 4. 370 x 362 x 37-40, AM 
216 (old no. 25). 5. Р x? x34—40, AM 246. 6. (61) х(2ус) х 
35737, AM 453. 7. (270) x (270) x 34738, AM 455. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.5.30, 31 (2); 95.2.2723, 283; орала, 4a (1); 
94.12.14 (4), 31 (3) 344 35 (5595. 14-242, 252 (6), 28а, 1да (7), 
(n) Stamp: 116 x64. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1.390 X 370 X 45, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 
(о) Stamp: 115 x65. 
Unknown: 122. 
1. [AM (CK) no. 7. 2. JAM (СК) no, 7a. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures 366 x 356 хо. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(р) Stamp: 115 x65. 
Date: c $32/3. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of west doors, demolished 
November 1873: 1. 
1. 370 X 350 x 45. Musée des Antiquirés Nationales, 
Saint-Germain-en-Laye inv, 21103. 
[1] Musée des Antiquités Nationales, Saint-Germam-en-Laye 
(photo). 
Unknown: 1. 
L?x?x34-42, AM 456. 
[1] Bardill neg. 95.14.30. 


(4) Stamp: 116 x60, 
Kalenderhane Сати. Apse of North Church /2: 1. 
1,353 x(220) 455. 
[1] Peschlow, “Brickstamps’, B23. 
(г) Stamp: 117 хво. 
Hagia Eirene. Southern side of atrium: 1. 
1.355 X355 X44. 
[1] George, Ti Етене, pl. 16 no. 8. 
(s) Possibly of this rype. 
In che area of the excavation undertaken in 1946-47 and 
1958-60 between Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Dirtmtekin, "Feuilles', ro no. 4. 
(t) Dare: esgay. See Parr IT, Ch, 9, sect. ab, 
Hagia Sophia, Drains of Caferiye Sokagn, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


CATALOGUE 


(и) Stamp; 120 x65, 
Date: 532-37. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2b, 
Hagia Sophia, South-east buttress, іл srti in putlog hole in ease 
wall, at level 2: т. 
1.370 X? X 45. 
[1] Emerson and van Nice, ‘Preliminary Report’, 416 п. 32. 
[2] Van Nice archive. 


a(v) Hagia Sophia. Ruins of east porch: т. 


1. Approx, 355 3 35$ X фо, fingermarks with three fingers. 
[t] Salzenberg, Basdenkmale, 64 no. т, [2] Lethaby and 
Swainson, Sancta Sophia, 156 no. L 
(ми). Date: c.$32/3. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. zb. 
Hagia Sophia, Wall with exedras, Cafertye болары. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(x) Stamp: (114) x64. 
Hagia Sophia. South-west corner, loose brick on vault exposed 
when the roof of the washing fountains was removed, 
[т] Van Nice archive (rubbing), 


KO(N)CTANTINOY 


675 


LE 


+КОСТА 
МТІМОҮ 


+ Ko(vjcteavtivou 


(а) Stamp: 122 х64. 
Date: 533-325, See Part 1, Cli. 9, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia, Constructions of the north-west court: в. 
I. 375 худа X40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 and 
1958-60 between Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Dirimtekin, "Fouilles", 180 no. 2. 
(c) Stamp: 125 x6r. 
Date after 532. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect, эс, 
Baths of Zeuxippos: 1. 
1.370 Xj70 X yo. 
[т] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpalaste, 38 (bottom row, 
left), [1] Mamboury’s notes. 


ФКОСТА 


МТІМОҮ 
+ Ко(у)стаутіуел) 
(а) Stamp: 125 x65. 
Great Palace, Area Ас: т, 
1, 376 X 370 X о, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 122 x68. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, LAM (CK) no. 27. 
[1] Mambonry s notes (squecze). [2] Mango's notes, 


«КОСТА 
NTINOV 


+ Kolv)cravrivon 


CATALOGUE 269 


(a) Stamp: 123 x 62-654, 
Unknown: 1-4. 
1.38 X362 x 45-50, АМ 227, 2. (347) x (200) x 3-45, AM 46, 
3. (213) x (180) x 46-52, AM 464. 4, 367 x (247) x 31-38, AM 
465. 5. збо x (270) х 30737, АМ 474. 
[1] Bardill пер. 94.12.3, 4 (1); 95.1 5.8, 9 (2), 10, тт (3), 12, 15 (4), 
39,3: (5). 
Probably from the area of the excavations іп 1946-47 berween 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1.378 X340 хз, once m the Hagia Emene collection. 
[т] Mamboury"s notes. 


. КОСТА 


NMTINOV 
+ Ка(у)стаутіуот 
(а) Stamp: 125 x63. 
‘Date: after §32-See Part Й, Ch. 5, sect. 2c. 
Great Palace, area Ea (Baths of Zeuxippos): (many) 1. 


1.370 X370 * FO. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


- Probably the same as type г, 2, 3,074. 


(a) Stamp: ? xér. 
Hagia Sophia, Reused to repair the Turkish wall, in a corner 
and to the right of the alley as one faces the north entrance to 
the narthex: 1, 
1,2? x? x55. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: (77) *(55). 
Unknown: 1. 
т. LAM (CK) по. тта. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). [2] Mango's notes, 


, "КОСТА 


MTIAOY 

ч«Коїм)стомтімаш 

(а) Date after 532. See Part LI, Ch. 9, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building т or 2. 
[гт] Gray, "Brickstamps', 5; no. 38. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 267 no. бда. 


676 
1. «КОСТАМ 


TINOY+ 

+ Kolvjctavtivou+ 

(a) Stamp: 155 x 2. 
Hagia Sophia. Remains of the wall behind the ticket-office, 
south-west of the baptistery: 1, 
1. 380 x 350 X44, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(b) Stamp: (120) x 65. 
Unknown: І. 
1. (yr) х(275) x 39-48, AM 258. 
[1] Вас! neg. 94.13.23. 


(c) Stamp: 152 x 5 5. 
Веуахи, excavation of three charches near Istanbul University 
1943—46. 
[1] Fıratlı, "Trois églises", 172, туу, pl. 7{b) no. 4. 

(d) The omission of the nu in the second line is perhaps an error in 
recording, 
Silivri, 
[1] Dirionekin, 'Selymhria', у2 по. т. 


+KOCTAN 
TINOY+ 


+ Ко(уфстаутіуот + 
(а) Stamp: 152 x 65. 
Unknown: 1. 


1.385 x 370 хо, АМ 235 (old no. 26). 
[1] Вагай! negs. 94.12.18, 19. 


. +KOCTAN 


TINOY 
-Коїм)стамтімою + 


(a) Stamp: 149 x бо. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Наша Eirene: т, 
1, 380 x убо х хобо, once in the Нара Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 145 x? 
Great Palace, excavations in the Регізтуіе area in 1935-38. Site 
Вт, north-west of church (debris): т. 
1,2 x2 х до, stamped twice with overlapping stamps, no. 44. 
[1] GP 1, pl. 14 no. 44. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 215. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. дз. 
[ә]. i 
(c) Stamp: 150 «6o. pea сы 
Hagia Sophia. Near the Director's office, December 1939: ||| 
(two). 
[1] Mango's notes (from rubbing). 
(d) Stamp: гуа «65. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
1, 380 x 360 X со. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


(е) Stamp: 149 x 63. 


a 


Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1934-38. Site 
Bra. 

Lt, ? X? ego, АО. %7. 

[1] GP T, рі. 14 no. 57. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 224, [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2]. 


Unknown: 1-6. 

1. 380 x 363 х 49-59, AM 229 (old по, 26). 2. (150) x(120) x ур, 
AM 331. з. 370 x 348 х уо—$у, AM ауу. 4. (215) x(187) x 
48-56, AM 459. 5. ? 4? € 40744, AM 460. б. 385 x (280) x 
41760, AM 473. 

[1] Bardill negs. 94.12.6, 7 (1); 95.6.3, 4 (3595.15.17, 2, 3 (ЕХ 
95:14:34, 352 (4) 95.214.312 (39 95.15.28, 29 (6). 
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([) Stamp: 153 «65. 
Beyazit, great wall to the north of the Diakonissa complex: т. 
т. 360 X j50 X со. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(в) Stamp: туд x65, 
Unknown: 1-6. 
1. ÍAM (CK) no. ут. 2. JAM (CK) no. ута, 3, LAM (СК) по. 
71b. 4. ТАМ (CK) по, 85. $. IAM (CK) no. 85a. в.ЇАМ (СК) 
по. 8h. 
Notes: 1-6. Two bricks measure збо x 360 40, 1372 X 395 x о. 
[1] Mango's notes. 

(h) Stamp: 156 x 62. 
Date: 533-35. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Sophia. Debris from the collapsed barrel vault in the 
substrucnires of the west wing of the Justinianic atrium: т. 
1, 2X? X50, 
[1] Schneider, Westhof, 26 0. 2. [2] Mamboury"s notes. 

(i) Stamp: тўб x 61. 
Unknown: 1—3. 
т. (290) x (270) х 135745, AM 458. 2. (зоо) (285) x 32-45, AM 
461. 3. (272) x (265) x 44-62, АМ 462. 
[т] Вагай пера. 95.14.32, 33a (1); 95.1 5.4, є (2), 6, у (3). 

(|) Stamp: (тот) хб. 
Beyazit, great wall to the north of the Diakonissa complex: т. 
т. 360 x 360 x 4 5. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(К) Hagia Eirene. In situ in putlog hole in the north bay of the west 
wall of the narthex. 
[1] Peschlow, Jrenenkirche, 224, fig. ус no. 4. 


4. ЕКОСТ|АИ 
[TINOY+] 


[+ Ko(v)er]av[rivon +] 


(a) Stamp: (до) x (39). 
Kalenderhane Cami. B3/12: т. 
1. (140) x (90) x45. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, B25. 


5. Probably the same as type 1, 2, 3, or 4. 


(a) Unreliable typescript representation. 
Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?). 
[1] Meliopoulos, “Topothesia’, 229. 

(b) Stamp: (116) x (55). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area m 1935-38. Site 
Br: t. Unrecorded: 2. 
т. Рх? хдо, по. у>, 2. no. 81. 
[1] GP 1, pl. 14 no. 52. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, negs. 221 (1), 316 (2). [3] Talbot Rice 
archive neg. as [2] neg. 221. 

(с) Date: 533535. See Part IT, Ch. o, sect. ab, 
Наша Sophia. From the wall with the hollowed-our pillar-like 
block that runs at right angles to the surviving section of the 
north wall of the Justinianic atrium. 
[1] Remezi, ‘Sophienkirche’, сої, 178 (left). [3] Schneider, 
Westhof, 39 no. 2. 

(4) Stamp: (65) (from left-hand end to right of nu) x (59) (from tap, 
to bottom of iota). 


Kursunla. Village ап hill, loose. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(е) Hagia Eirene, Ги лініп putlog hole in the north bay of the west 
wall of the narthex, 
[1] Peschlow, /renentirche, 224 no. 3. 


6. Probably rype 3 or 4. 


„ (a) Stamp: (124) x 55. 

Land Walls. Near Ві. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landsmauer, 149 no. 19 (1). 
[2] DAT (Ist) neg. 6598 (cast). [3] Mamboury's nates (from 
cast). [4] Mango's nates (from cast). 

(b) Stamp: (115) х 73. 
Hagia Sophia, South-west room, horologion, 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 

(c) Stamp: (120) хто, 
Unknown: t. 
І. Once in Robert College, ? х? x 3$. 
[т] Mango’s notes (rubbing). 

(d) The terminal 8 ligature shown by Sorlin-Dorigny is not known 
оп апу similar example, and is perhaps an error. 
Date: c $32/3. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of west doors, demolished 
November 1873. pes 
[т] Sarlin-Dorigny, ‘Letter’, 130 no. 5d. 


677 
1, KOCTANT 
INOYS 


Ko(v)ctavrivou 5 


(a) Stamp: 140 x65. 
Great Palace, Area Ab; 1. 
1. 390 Xx 360 X45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


678 

1, “КОС 
TAN 
TINOY 


+ Ко(м)стомтімою 


(a) Stamp: 105 4 9$. 
Silivri 1. 
1. 365 хубо х ду, stamp in centre askew, line around edges, 6$ 
mm. from edges. 
[1] Seure, ' Antiquités", 573, fig. 17 по. 4. 
(b) Unreliable typescript representation: an initial cross has 
presumably been omitted. 
Sekbanbagt Ibrahim Aga Mescidi 
[г] Schneider, ‘Aquaduke’, col, 76. 


2. -КОС 


ТАМ 
TINOY 


+ Ko(v)csaveivau 


CATALOGUE 271 


(а) Stump: 98 x92. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. 38a x 365 хо, LAM 7. 
[1] Mambaury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: тоб x 100, 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: т. 
І. збо X 360 x 15, Once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 
(1) Mamboury's notes. 
(c) Stamp: 107 х 123. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1,355 X310 X45, AM 57. 2, (140) x (185) x 46, AM 449. 
[1] Bardill пер. 94.3.22, 23 (1); 95.14.72, Sa (2). 
(d) Stamp: тот хо, 
Excavations near Istanbul University 1943-46. 
[1] Firath, ‘Tuğlalar’, ту, [2] Вигаті, "Trois églises", r72, 177 pl. 
7() по. го, 
(е) Stamp: 120 х 100, 
‘Saray Burnu: т. 
1. 382 x 160 х уо, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


КО(ЧУСТА(МУТ(ІМОҮ) 


679 
t, 4KO[C] 
TAT 
+ Rotv)[c]ra(v)z(ivau) 
(а) Stamp: (70) x ра. 
Kalenderhane Camu. Unknown: 1. 
t. (190) X (167) X 46. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps', Baz: 


KO(N)CTAN(TINOY) 
682 


г. рес 


+ Ko(v)evxv(rivou) 
(а) Stamp: 76 x 7c. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in rhe Forum ‘Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928: 1. 
1. 370 X ? хо, mortarwith large pieces of brick. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


x E. 
Ам 


к Ko(v)etav(zivou) 
(а) Stamp: 77 x63. 
Unknown: ғ. 
1. LAM (CK) no. 58. 
[1] Mango's notes, 
(b) Tuzla, Church of 5t Gly keria. 
[1] Eyice, ‘Hagia Glykeria', 202, fig. 9 (lower left), 


у. Same as type rora 


(а) 5tamp: (42) x 68. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Roof, filling wall: т, 
г. (123) x (88) x зо, 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, B24. 


UNCERTAIN SPELLING 


881 
т. Probably thesame as 664.1; 666,1, 4, 6, 8; 667.1; 668.1, 22 669.1; 
буда. 
(a) Stamp: (ya) x бу, | 
Date: фоў—аз. See Part IT, Ch, 9, sect, 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 65 5: 1. 
L No. 739, Px? x45. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 211, Bry, 
(b) Hebdomon (Bakirköy). Tribunal: т. 
L?xPxag. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 
(c) Stamp: (74) x (64). 
Kalenderhane Camu. Unknown: 1. 
1. (280) x(235) X44. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Bro. 
(d) Stamp: (68) x (67). 
Myrelaion debris. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 
(е) Stamp: (90) хуо. 
St George in the Mangana. /п situ in the upper wall of the 
cistern beneath the church: 1. 
1. 380 x ? x 45. 
[т] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 29, fig. 31 no; 4. 
[2] Mamboury’s notes. 
(f) Stamp: (хо) x 7o. 
Unknown: r. 
1, Once in Robert College. 
[1] Mango's nores. 
2. Probably the same as 665, 666, 667, 668. 
(a) Several variants. 
Date: үоу-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. эл. 
St Polyeukros. Level zoo: 1. Level 736: 2. Level 853: 3. Level 
859: 4. Level өзү: 5. Level тото: 6. Level 1357: 7. Level 1381:8. 
1, No. убо, 2. Na. 344. 3. No уут. 4. No. 389. 4. No. 1026. 
6. Mo, 1106. 7. No. 1176, 8. No. 1230. | 
[т] Hill, “Brickstamps’, ста Br2-21. 


з. Probably the same as 666.1, 667.1, 668.1, 669.7. 


(а) ‘Tuzla, church of St Glykeria. 
[т] Eyice, ‘Hagia Glykeria', 202, fig. 9 (upper left). 


682 
т. Cp. 659, 662, 663, 664, 666, 667, 668, 669, 670, 671, 673, 674,675, 
676, 678, 679. 
(a) Stamp: (6a) x(33). 
Kalenderhane Сати. Unknown: 1, 
1. (193) x (160) x 40, 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', B0. 
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CIRCULAR 


KO(N)CTANTIN(OY) 


683 
noc 
КОС 
ТАМ 
ТІМ 
+ Кө(у)стаутіу(олу) 
(а) Stamp: 8o x 8o. 
Great Palace. Berween areas Ab and Ac: 1. 
1.370 x360 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


KO(N)CTANTINOY 


684 
і. TIMOY 
KOCTAN 
+ 


+ Ka(v)etavtivau 


(a) Stamp: 88 diameter. 
Hebdomon (Bakırköy): 1. 
т. MSBK no, unknown. 


[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", 92 no. 42. [2] DAI (Ist) пер, 


2345 (cast). [3] Mamboury's notes (from cast). [3] Mango's 
notes (from cast). 


KO(N)CTA(N)TINOY 


685 
1. Ф 

КОСТА 
ТІМОҮ 


+ Ko(v)eva(v)rtvou 
(а) Stamp: 83 x 78. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
1. 380 x 370 X 35. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Fenari Їза Camii. Rubble of the foundations of the north 
church, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


CRUCIFORM 
KO(N)CTAN(TINOY) 
686 
T- 1 a 

N 

I 

соя 
Т 


А 
ы 


ім(биєтиймос) 17 Ko(v)evav(rivon) 


(а) Stamp: 162 (= 62 + 365 64) X71 (= 25 +25 +25), 
Unknown: te — 
1.379% 345240, LAM 13, 
[1] Mamboury's nares. 


KO(N)CTANTI(NOY) 
687 
І. BA 


INAISTCTANTI 
KO 


імбііктізудеде у" Ba ) Кобус (уо) 


(a) Stamp: 216 x 96. 
Date: 509/10, See Part П, Ch. 9, sect, 2a. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 544: 1. Level бао: 2. Level 673: 3. Level 
уса“: 4. Level 12647: $, Unknown: 6. 
г. Мо, #92. 2. Mo. 699. 3. Mo, 466. 4. No. gar. 5. No. 1362. 
6. No. $43. 
Notes: 1-6. One brick measures ? x? x 48. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 217, Ds. [2] Sarachane archive negs. 
1440.32 (2), 9.12.4. 


KO(N)CTANT[ 
688 
1. [ВА] 
- INASI[C]TANT[ 
KO 
Woltertinvec)s t [Bal )] Коуст [уо] 
(a) Stamp: (134) (2 ? +294 H жуд (7 22 + 29 +24). 
Kalenderhane Camii. Vault of north eross-arm, covering: т. 
1.370 X (215) хат, 
[1] Peschlow, "Bricksramps', Dr, 


UNCERTAIN SHAPE 


KONCTANTINOY or KO(N)CTANTINOY 


689 
т. Paspates gives по indication of the layout, 
Ko[(vjc}eavtivo[u] мб/єтифмос) 


Ko[vc]zavriva[u] ivG(uertavac) 


(a) Unknown. 
[1] Paspates, Byzantinai Meletai, 366. 


KO(N)CTANTINOY, КОМСТАКТІМОҮ, 


KONCTANTINOY, KO(N)CTANTINOY 


MurTiPLE-LINE 


692 
ni-1] 
L-JANS 


[R-ct avi tiven)}s 
Probably the same аз 663.1, 667.1 or Br7.1. 


CATALOGUE 271 
(a) Dare: 433-35. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect, ab. 695 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court, large г. [= IYONI[- ] 
surrounding wall of Hagia Sophia: т, PAJ 
1.2 x? X50, "o P 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [K-crave)ivon 
(а) Stamp: (тоо) x (33). 
Land Walls. 
боз [1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6597 (cast). [2] Mamboury's notes (from 
a «K[-] cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 
T{ -] 696 
+ K[-e]t[avtiven) т. [&-CTAN] 
Probably the same as 666,1—8, 667.1, 668.1, 2, 669.1, 676.1-6, 679.1, сны 


822.1, 823.1, 824.1, 826.1. 
(a) Stamp: ? «8o. 
Great Palace, Area Ab. 
[т] Mamboury's nares. 


692 

т. | =] 
NTINOY 
[K-cra]vrivoun 


675.1, 2 are the most likely restorations, Nothing similar has been 
found reading Комстамтімог. 
(a) Stamp: (120) x? 
Hagia Sophia, Near the Director's office, December 1935: 
(rw). 
[1] Mango's notes. 


693 

cep -] 
[- IHOY 
ІК-стеутДіуол 


675.1, 2 are the most likely restorations, Nothing similar is 
recorded among stamps reading Kewerteytivon (besides 826.1, 
which has a final +), 
(a) Stamp: (96) х? 

Sea Walls. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ëg 
i. ІК-ІСТАТМ) 
(THNCYI 
[N]A2B^ 
[K-]evo[vzt]von iv] tenio) B^ + 
(a) Stamp: (38) x 81. 
Date: 508/9. Бес Part IL, Ch. 9, зесг. 24. 
St Polyeuksos. Unknown: r- 
L No. 1305, 9 4 2 X 43. 
[1] Hill, 'Brckstamps", 212, 214, Baz. [2] Saraghane archive 
neg. ra. 3.6a. 


ГК-стеут кох Пубактайуосіс if" 


(а) Date: c $32/3. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Drains of Caferiye Sokagi. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


CIRCULAR 


697 
1, KOTOL ДУТІМО around central + 
Apparently а garbled form of Костоутіуол or Kaeweravrivou. 


(a) Land walls, Near Edirne Карі, 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, ду по. 67. 


KPITINNOY 


698 
n. MI 
+¥ 
Круну + 
‘The tota-was probably considered to be contained in the ligature of 
kappa, rho, and nu. 


(а) Date: after 532, See Part ЇЇ, Ch, 9, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. Jn situ in the apse of Building 2, 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps', $5 по. 34. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 267 no. 65. 


KY() | 
Layout: abbreviation IN omitted 


599 
1. IVKV 


019^ Ко) 
Gamma altered to бе һа by the insertion of rwo converging 
diagonals below the horizontal, 
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(a) Stamp: 88 x 29. 
Date: late ath century? See Part IT, Ch. 10 по. 4. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, 302 x (203) X 40747, AM 146 (old no. 174). 
[1] Bardill neg. 54.7.21. 


Layout: abbreviation IN included 
No accessory 


700 
i. INSBAKY 
їм буктл) с t [Bod ) Ка) 
(a) Stamp: 174 x 55. 


Date: 422/3 or 423/4 or 437/8 or 438/o. See Part П, Ch. 0, sect. 


те. 

Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi: т. 
І. 3820 X 370 X 40. 

[1] Mango's notes. 


701 
1. ТЧӨВАКҮ 
імібіктийуее) Ө” Ba( ) Kul) 
(a) Stamp: 175 x 35. 
Dare: 424/6 or 4460/1. See Part II, Ch. д, sect. re. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Báb-i Hümáyün: 1. 


1.390 x 380 хар. 
[т] Mamboury’s nores. 


тоз 
т. |МАПАКҮ 
Пүбцктизмос) va" Ко) 
(a) Stamp: (155) x 43. 
Unknown: 1, 
1. IAM (СК) no. 84. 
[r] Mango's nates. 


793 
1. ҮЯАЯПИІ 
тмібиктиймос) yr ро ) Ко) 
(a) Stamp: 130 22-24. 
Unknown: 1, 
1. (тос) х(х20) х 38, AM үт. 
[1] Вагай! пер. 25.3.82, ча, 160; 95.4.2 5, 26a. 


794 
т. INGIBAK A 
iw(mikrtiovoc) ev Bal ) Къ} 
(a) Stump: (175) x 33. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. MSBK inv. 6232, (140) X(190) X ? 
[1] Schneider, "Ziegelsternpel', 264 по. 12, [2] MSEK neg. 
62322. [3] DAT (Ist) neg. 2341 (cast). [4] Mambaury's notes 
(from cast). [7] Mango's notes (from cast), 


70$ 
т, ПЧ. [ BAJKY 
ім(біктібуос).Г./ Pal] Ко ) 
(а) Stamp: 139 х 36. 
Date: 4114-18 of 429-33. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
I.384 X ? X Go 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


за 


726 
т. JBARY 
]Ba() Ко) 
(a) Stamp: ? x 3o. 
Date: 423-27 or 438-742. See Part ЇЇ, Ch, 9, sect. те. 
Cirsterns in Gülhane near Báb-: Humayin. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
797 
г. Ел 
Je Rut) 
(a) Stamp: ? х 36. 
Date: 411-17 of 426-32. See Part IT, Ch, 5, sect, th, 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
T. Fx 6a. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
798 
т. У ЯЧУ|Я 
Мөр Кох ) 
(а) Stamp: ? x 30. 


Sea Walls. Large pillars near the monumental staircase, area Fb: 


т. 
і. PK? X qa. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


799 
т. ҰЯМ 
Jj Ko) 
(а) North-east corner of the garden of Blacherna. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


Accessory I 


716 
1, INIBAKYB 


іу(біктізуес)і Bal) Кох уф 


(a) Unknown. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 8; na. 8. [2] Schneider. 
"Ziegelstempel', 264 по, 144. 


Accessory Г 


yir 
г. TY2ABAMI 


iv(Gterivoc) а” Во( ) Kul) у 


A — „ш „иш ——-—-—-—-—=-—-ГС a a .— 
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(а) Stamp: 127 x 22. Accessory I 
Date: 417/18 or 432/3, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 716 
Palace of Antiochus: т, 1. ТУХАНААМІ 
PMPs FO. x 
[1] Mamboury's notes. ivb(ueruvoc) e Bol) Ка) c 


Accessory Е 
712 
т. INEIVKEBAKY€ 
імібіктийуос) ev” + (in leaf or heart) K(ópi)e Во) Kul je 
(a) Stamp: 147 x 24. 
Date: 4156/17 or 431/2. See Part П, Ch. ә, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 


1,385 x 36$ хо, 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, 


Accessory H 
713 
1. IMABAKYH 
їм(биютиймос) a” Ва ) Ku( ) 9 
(а) Stamp: 140 x 32. 
Date: 417/18 or 432/53, See Parc IT, Ch, 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: (two) 1, 
1.385 x 360 X ог. 
[1] DAT (Ist) пед» KB 1612and KB 1511. [3] Mango's notes. 


714 
1. JKAH 
] v()n 
(a) Stamp: ? x 33. 
Date: 414—18 or 419-33. See Part HT, Ch, 9, sect. rb, 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.2294: 
[1] Mamboury’s nores. 


Accessory © 


713 
i. INBIBAK YO 


ім(биютиймог) Bu’ Bo) Kut) 8 
(a) 5t Euphemia in Hebdomon (Bakirkéy) (location according to 
Sorlin-Dorigny, but no such church is known). 
(1) Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 88 no. 12. [2] Leclercq, 
‘Estampilles’, col. 446 no. де. Гу) Schneider, "Ztegelstempel', 
264 по. 14е, 
з. [IN]BIBAK YO 
Пм(блютибмос У) Bi fal) Kut ) В 
(a) Stamp: (176) x ус. 
Land Walls. Tower t7: 1. 
1, ? x?x25. 
[11 Mamboury’s notes. 


(а) Stamp: 170 х 3c. 
Land Walls, W 15/16: 1. 
1. 390 4 390 х о. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


717 
u ПА5ВАКҮТ 
ім(блютиймос) с” Вей) Ка + 
(а) Stamp: 124 x 22. 
Kalenderhane Camii, Unknown: 1. 


I.370 X 370 X $2; 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, А 19. 


718 
1. (T]NIBAKYT 
[tIv(Steetvoc) с Bal) ко) 
(a) Stamp: 115 x25. 
Land Walls. Yedikule Kapisi: І. 
I. 346 X 302 € 55. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


719 
1, INBIK YI 


ім(биютиймос) Ва" Ко ул 

(а) Stamp: 140 х уо. 
Land Walls. Ой Карил. 
1.350 X? X 4G. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


Accessory K 


710 
n INSBAPKYK 
їм(биктиймос) 76° Bap( ) Ка ) x 
(a) Stamp: (144) x 12. 
Fenari Isa Camii; т. 
т. (290) X (250) ха, AM 78. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari 
Isa Сала”, fig. да ne. 23, [3] Bardill megs. 94.5.5, б. 


720a 
т. INSBARYE 
їм(биктиймас) ЛЕ" Вас) Коб )x 
(а) Stamp: 145 Жуз. 
Unknown: 1. 


1. (279) x (255) 52-62, AM 170. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94. 10.268, 
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Accessory ^ Accessory P 
721 Sec КУРІ), 
і. ЛҮЛАНАЙІ 
ім(біктібуос) a Ba( ) Ко ) X Accessory C 
(a) Stamp: 136 x 10-18. 727 


Unknown: 1. 
i. зва x 379 х j 1-5 5, stamped rwice, AM 329 (old no. 656). 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.5.32, 33, 34: 35. 37- 


Accessory IN 

722 

1. ІМВВАКТҮИ 
iv(Overuivoe) ВИ Во) Ku( ) v 


(a) Stamp: 148 x 15. 
Great Palace. Area АЬ: т. 
1,570 X 350 х бо. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


Accessory П 


713 | 
1. ТИЄВАКҮП 
iv(Bixribvoc) є" Ве) Ku( ) т 
(a) Stamp; 120 x 28. 
Fenari Isa Cami т. 
1. (324) x (25) 3 35752, АМ 187. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 
isa Сатай”, fig. до по, 24. [3] Вага neg. 94.11.21a. 


724 
1, ІМНВАКҮП 
ім(блєтьбумос) ту” Во ) Ku( ) a 


(а) Stamp: 137 хо. 
nknown: 1-2. 
1. [AM (CK) no. 74. з. ТАМ (CK) no. 93. 
Nores: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x sy. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


таро 
1. 1ЄКУП 


Je Коб )x 


(а) Stamp: (110) x 4c. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
1.2K? 945, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


726 4 
т. ТҰЛ 
ІК) 
(а) Stamp: ? x 15. 
Date: 426/7 or 441/2. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те, 
Cisterns іп Gülbane, near Bab-1 Hiimayiin: 1. 
т. 390 X 390 X бо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1. [IN]TBVKAC 
s [iv(Suenidivoc)] y fad ) Ко) c 


(a) Stamp: ? хуу. 
Cistern of Aetius: r. 


IL 420 хдоохду, 
[1] Mamboury"s nores. 
728 
t. ПЧАВКҮС 
iv(Buenüvoc) cC" BK) Kul) e 
(a) Stamp: 144 x 35. 
Unknown: 1. 
1,372 X365 X 55, AM ays. 
[1] Bardill пер. 55.14.2602, 112. 
29 =. 
1. DYAAMIAM I 


ім(биктибмос) & Pal) Ku( ) є 

(а) Stamp: 165 x32. 
Date: 41o/t or 445/6 or 460/1, See Pare П, Ch. тт, secc. 5. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane, Water source: 1. 
1.400 X 390 ха. 


[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 104, fig, 119 no. ў. 


73e 
і, ПИЄТВАКАС 

ім(бижтиймос) er Ba ) Kul ) e 

(a) Stamp: 122 € 33. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Annochus: з, 
1. 390 x 380 х уо. 
[i] Mamboury"s notes. 

(b) Stamp: 140 x 25. 
Date: 416/17 of 431/2. See Part IL Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: (numerous) 1. 
1.390 x 385 x 55. 
[1] Mamboury"'s notes. 

(c) Stamp: 14e x34. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1. 370 x 365 X го, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(4) Stamp: 142 x55. 
Date: 416/17 0t 431/2. See Part IT, Ch, 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1—3. 
L.390x385 x55. з. бом? хуу, 3. 365 x 1 куо, 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB тво. [2] Mango's notes. 


Unknown: тод, 
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1. (26c) х(200) x 48, AM 32. 2.(222)™(190) х4}, АМ ба. 
3. (265) x (240) € 46, AM 98. 4.390 364 x 45-53, АМ 165. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.2.19 (1); 04-45, 6 (2); 94.5.3 5» 36 (3); 
94.106.152, Tha (4). 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: т. 
1. 370 € 360 x 45, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 

(е) Stamp: 160 x 22-36. 
Date: 416/17 or 4341/2, бее Part IT, Ch. а, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
т, 379% 360 x $5. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 

з. LHEIBVEAC 

імібесттймос) e Bal ) Ка ) є 

(a) Stamp: 132 x rs. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.7 X? X 45-50. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


731 (no entry) 


ra 
1. DAL... BAJKYC 
iv(Buerubvoc) [. . . Boi у Ku( je 
(a) Stamp: 155 x25. 
Date: 414-18 or 429-33. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1. 385 x 385 хуу, 
[1] Mamboury’s потез. 


May or may not bave carried accessory 


733 
1. INGIBARY[ 
іу(біктійууос) ex” Ba ) КО) 
(а) Stamp: 125 худ. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part II, Ch. о, seer. th. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1, 
1.24? x45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


KY() EY() 


No Accessory 
734 
г. INSBAK YEY 
ік(біктібуес) 57 Вас) Ku( ЕМ) 
(a) Gray read gamma in error, it seems, for nu. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928. 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps', 56 no. 44. [2] Schneider, 
"Zicgelstempel', 364 по, tah. 


73$ 
1. JMSBAKY CY 
Iv(Stectudvoc) g/g Ba( ) Ku( ) ЕМ) 
(a) Stamp: 160 x 38. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Всуахи), 1923: (many) т. 
т. 390 x 380/360 * уо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


736 
і. IATIBAKAEY 
ім(біктібмес) уп" Bod ) Кл) ЕХ ) 
(a) Stamp: 166 x 29. 
Unknown: 1. 
I. ? x? x go, IAM 78.3 PT, 
[1] Bardill's notes. 


737 
і. YSYAASISHI 
Ім(биктиймос) & Pal) Kv( JEW ) 


(a) Rotunda and adjoining hall north of rhe Palace of Antiochus. 
[11 DA] (Ist) neg. KB 6163, 


738 | 
т. JBAKY€Y 


]Be( ) КУБ) 
(а) Stamp: (131) x 238-30. 
St George in the Mangana. Cistern beneath the church: т. 
1,2 X? G0, 
[т] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 25, fip. 33 no. 2. [2] 
Mamboury's notes. 


Accessory К 

739 

L ЯХФЗУЛАНОМІ 
ім(біктибуос) є" fa у Kol) Е ) x 
(біктизуде) є" Pal) Kol ) Ebx( ) 


(а) Stamp: 182 x 35. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
1i. LAM 94, 2 ТАМ roo. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures 380 x 360 x 45. 
[1] Mangn's notes (from squeeze). 


749 


і. IMIABAKYEYK 

Іу(біктібуос) ux" fal ) Коб У ЕФ ) x 
iv(Buecubwoc) та” о() Ко) Ex ) 
The final letter could possibly be bera. 
(a) Stamp: 172 Xx 22, 

Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. 

1. 335 x 385 x 55. 

[1] Mango's notes, 
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KYP() 
No Accessory or Accessory P 


741 
т. ТҮХАЯАЛИТ 
ім (ктиймос) а” [Vo ) Көр() 
ivó(ucninvoc) а” ро) Kut ) p 
(a) Stamp: 163 x32. 
Unknown: т. 
1, [AM (CK) no. 7o, fragment, ? x ? x45. 
[1] Mango's notes, 
(b) Stamp: (14a) х 28. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. ? x? x 40-45, once in Robert College, AM 342. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Вата negs. 95.6.: т, 16. 


742 

і. HNABKY 
жім(біктізуес) 8' B( ) Корі ) 
+ {уёйїктїфүөс) B^ Корі ) 


The ligature of upsilon and rho suggests that the rho is part of the 


name and not an accessory. 


(a) Ruins near Topalian Ham, in the area bounded by Hoca Ham 
Sokağı, Kaputeular Sokağı, and Katurcioglu Sokağı. 
[1] Meliopoulos, ‘Topothesia’, 230 no. $, [2] Schneider, 
*"Ziegelstempel", 165 no. 36 (erroneous), 


743 
t. ІМГНВАКҮР 


WiBuertvoc) y Rel) Кор() 
iv(Buectáivoc) 4" Pal) Кох) p 
(a) Stamp: 137 x26. 
Underpass cutting near St Polyeuktos, Level 13*: т. 
1. No. 196, ? x ? x 2-58. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 298, A15. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
9.10.6. 


744 
1. ГВАКҮРІМ 


Y fat) Кәрі ) їм(блєтиммос) 

Y Bod ) Кә()рім(біктіймас) 

(a) Stamp: roo x 22. 
Land Walls, Outer Wall, Yen Mevlevihane Клари. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, 148 no. 4.1. 
[2] DAI (Ist) neg. 6609 (cast). [3] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [4] Mango's notes (from cast). 


745 
1. IHAIA. КҮР 


The 115 perhaps а partially preserved beta. 
іу(біктизуос) 8” Вар Корі ) 
ім(бистьбмос) 5° Пар Kul) р 
(a) Stamp: 138 x 36. 
a Palace of Antiochus; 1. 
I. 345 X 340 X 45. 
(17 Mamboury's notes. 


746 
1. [IINEBAK YD 


ПЦу(біктивмес) є" Bar ) Кт 
Бум(біктібуос) є" faf) Kut o 
(а) Stamp: 13a x25. 

Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. 

LL? x? хе. 

| 1) Mamboury's notes, 


747 
1. INSBAEYPS 
імбіктібнес) фа) Kupla 
їм(биктиймос) c'/E" Рог) Ка) p 
The final letter is presumably an abbreviation sign or a space-filler, 
Cp. 759.12. 
(a) Stamp: туб x 24. 
Myrelaion church: 1. 
I. 310 X 319 X 40-45. 


[1] Mamboury"s notes, 


748 
т. IN@BAKYP 
ім(биктиймос) 76° Bal ) Kup( ) 
(байта) ҮС Bat ) Коб) p 
(a) Scamp; 190 x ус. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
t. 385 x 375 x 55. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, 


749 
т. DAZBVKYP 


iv(Suctiivec) £^ fat) Кър ) 

ім(блстібмос) 5° Ве ) Ко()р 

(a) Stamp: 132 X 27. 
"Bath" building beside the Myrelaton rotunda: (two). 
[1] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 





i 
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750 
і. INIBAKYP 
iv(&ueriwac) 1° Ba ) Кър ) 


iv(Sueru@voc) 1° Ba ) Ku( ) p 

(a) Stamp: туа x 35. 
Date: 426/7 or 441/2. Set Part I, Ch. 9, sect: re. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Báb-i Hümáyün: 1. 
1. 360 x хз. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


2. ПІЧІВАКУЧ 


[Üv(Bueri&ivoc) Во) Корі) 
Пм(біктіймес) v Bal ) Ко ) p 
(а) Stamp: (rey) x zz. 
Land Walls. Near rower 82, 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmawer, 148 no. 4.3. 
[3] DAI (Ist) neg. 6603 (cast). [3] Mamboury"s notes (from 
cast). [4] Mango's nates (from cast). 


тт 
т. INIBBAKYP 
ім(биктибмос) IW Ba ) Корі ) 
Їм(биктибмоє) B^ Bal) Ко) р 
(а) Stamp: roo x z 1. 
Date: 428/9 ot 443/4 or 458/9. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect, re. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese, Vaults of drains in the Forum 
of Constantine: (one). Opposite the fountain of Auk Ali Paga 
Сапа: (one). 
1. 380 x 480 хуа, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


752 
1, ТИТВКУР 
iv(Gixrubvoc) В" Корі ) 
ім(бистиймос) ВИ Кам ) р 
(а) Stamp: 125 x 1o. 
Land Walls. Tower тй: а, 
1.350 X350 X &a. 
(1) Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 140 х 15. 
Land Walls. From either tower 17 of 18:1. 
1, 7X7 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


753 
т. ІМРІВАКҮР 

іу(біктіймос) [y] би" Bot ) Kupi) 

і(біктізуос) [y] 6v Воҳ ) Ко ) p 

Gamma altered to delta by the addition of a diagonal stroke. 


(а) Stamp: 128 x 19. 
Date: 41 5/16 or 430/ 1. See Part IL, СВ, 9, sect. tb, 


Palace of Antiochus: 1-2. 

1.380 X 350 55. 2,370 X 360 X 43. 

[1] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). [2] Mangu's notes. 
Unknown: 1, 

1. 167 X (306) хто, AM 117. 

[1] Вага neg. 94.9.7. 


754 


1. 


INFIKYP 


іу(біктийғос) [y] & Kup( ) 
ім(бистимоє) [y] бі Kui ) p 


Gamma altered to delta by the addition of a diagonal stroke. 


(а) Stamp: 125 x 35. 
Date: 415/16 or 43o/ t. See Part П, Ch. 9, вест. 1b. 
Palace ol Antiochus: 1: 
t. 360 X ? X fO, 
[т] Mamboury"'s notes. 


55 
1, INLIKYP 


ім(бүкттшғас) [y] б Корі ) 
ім(блютибмос) [y] бх" Кам) р 
Inverted gamma altered to delta by the addition of а diagonal 
stroke. 
(a) Stamp: 125 х2; 
Date: 415/16 or 43o/1. See Part II, Ch. ә, вест. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
I. 362 X ? X $6. 


[1] Mango's notes. 


756 


1. 


75 
A 


INIABAKY 
iv(Bueriüvoc) 18° Во) Корі) 
iv(Bueridwoc) 16" Ba( ) Ка ) p | 
(a) Stamp: 120 x 28, | 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Piyer Loti 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokağı and Klod Farer Caddesi: т. 
т. удо X 585 x 55. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


57 
INAIKYP 


I. 


iviOixruvuc) 6 Корі ) 

ім(биктімос) 5 Ка ) p 

(a) Dare: late 4th century? See Part ЇЇ, Ch. то no. 3: 
Stamp: 125 «34. 
Hippodrome. Masonry above the drain below the staircase: 
(many) 1. 


1. $50 330 * 45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


8 
ТИЄТВАКАР 


ім(биктиймос) e Bal } Као) 
їм(биктибмос) n о() Коб) p 


ako CATALOGUE 


(a) Stamp: 151 x 37. 
Date: 416/17 or 4531/2. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 1h. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1: 360 x ? x $a. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


759 

т. K]YPS 
Корі )s 
Кр )рѕ 


The final letter is presumably an abbreviation sign or a space-filler. 


Cp. 747-12. 
(а) Land Walls. Between Orülü Кәрі and Topkapı. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


76с 
т. ІКҮР 
] Корі) 
]Kw)p 
(a) Stamp: ? x 28, 
Myrelaion church. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


761 
г. ІКҮР 


ЈЕър( ) 
] Kul) p 
(a) Stamp: (о) x 30. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. Once in Robert College, fragment, ? х? x со. 
[1] Mango's nates. 
Accessory Ө 
762 
т. INAKALA 
iv(Bucrunvoc) 0" Корі ) 0 


The square form of the final theta suggests that the indiction is 
probably original, and has not been created by altering an eta. 
(a) Stamp: 120 x 3o. 

Land Walls. Wall between towers 95 and 96a: t. 

т. 3460 X 350 X 41. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 


Accessory l or na accessory 
763 
1, ІМАВАКҮРІ 
ім(бистиймос) 6° Bof ) Кари )1 
імбіктизуас) 6” [ka ) Кари ) 
(a) Stamp: 190 x ус. 
Sea Walls. Between the lighthouse tower and the monumental 
staircase, east of area Ре: 1. 
1, 360 х зба x 40, 
[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpalaste, 16. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelsrempel', 264 no. 144. Гу) Mambourys notes. 


764 
і. ПУХВАКУРІ 
lv(Bueriüwoc) с E Рок ) Корі ) a 
їм(бистиймос) є С [kal ) Кәрі) 
(a) Stamp: rao x 52. 
Date: 422/3 or 4353/4 or 437/8 or 438/9. See Part II, Ch. о, sect. 
те. 
*  Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi: 1. 
1. 380 x ? x 40. 


[11 Mango's nores, 


765 
т. INAIBAKYPI 
ім(бистийнмос) ах" Ba( ) Kup ): 
імібихтайуас) avc fal ) Rumi) 
(a) Stamp: 193 x37. 
Remains north of Cemal Nadir Sokağı Building site opposite 
the post office: 1-4. 
Notes: 2-4, One brick in TAM. 
[т] Wulzinger, ‘Substruktionsbauten’, 381, fig. $ по. 7. 


766 
т. INAIBAPEYPI жым 
ім(блютиймос) 6v Bap ) Kupi )1 
ім(біктиауос) бі” өрі) Къри) 
(a) Stamp: 135 x22. 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Piyer Lou 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokat, and Klod Farer Caddesi: L 
1, 320%? хо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, (21 Mamboury, "Nouvelle lecture’, 123. 


Accessory IN 

767 

1. INAIBAKYBN 
iv(Sucttavec) 5c Bad ) Корі ) v 


(a) Land Walls. Wall between towers 12 and 15. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, 148 no. 4.4. 


Accessory C. 
768 
i. INZBAKYPC 
і(біктізуос) С Йа) Корі) c 
(a) Unknown. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 87 по. 15. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 164 по. r4L. 
769 
1. INEBAKYPC 
iv(Guctuiivoc) ғ Bal) Kupi) є 
(а) Stamp: 130 X 35. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. 


1. 2X? X60. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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Accessory T 


He 
т. INEIBAR АЫ, 


ім(бижтиймос) ev Ва() Корі ) т 
(a) Stamp: 130 хаб. 
Dare: 416/17 or 431/2, See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. sb, 
Palace of Antiochus: 1, 
f. 370 X 370 x 6a. 
[1] Mango's nores. 
(b) Stamp: 129 x 22. 
Date: 416/17 or 411/2. See Part II, Ch. о, sect, tb. 
Palace of Antiochus: t. 
1. 380 x 370 хо. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango's nares. 


KYPI( ) 


Sec КҮР) Accessory I. 


KYPIAKOY 


SINGLE-LINE 
КҮРІА() 


771 
т. ІМГВУРКҮРІА 


ім(биктийнос) у" Вар( ) Корм) 
(а) Stampi 128 x 22 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1. 362 x (230) x 42-50, stamped twice since first stamp shallow 
and illegible, AM ret, 2. (200) x (346) € 43, AM 357. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.7.25 (1k 95.7.6, 7, 8 (1). 
(b) Stamp: (122) x25. 
Hagia Sophia. Exterior hole in east wall, loose fragment 
probably from adjoining wall: 1. 
1.2 KE ко. 


[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


KYPIAKOY 


772 
т. ЯХІЧҮХ 
Корак) 
(a) Date: after уз. See Part П, Ch, 9, sect, ас. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps", ға no. 26, [2] Schneider, 
"Zwegelstempel', 267 no. бо 


(b) Stamp: roy 47 (left)-5 т (гріх) 
Unknown: ra. 
1.356 x 340 x уб, [our fingermarks made diagonally across brick 
before stamp applied, AM ттт: 2, (265) x (152) € 38, AM 412 
(old no. 157). 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.8.28, 29 (1); 95.3.52; 954.212, 22a (2). 

(c) Stamp: ? x 46. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: г, 
1. Once in the Hagia Firene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


з. GXAITA 


Корижкої 


(a) Date: after 532. See Part Il, Ch. 9, secr. 2c- 
Baths of Zeuxippos. Їп or near Building т or 2. 
[т] Gray, 'Brickstamps', {р по. 37. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 267 no. бу. 


773 
L-EARYPIAKSA[ 


+Kupurxod 8| 

(a) Stamp: (120) x о. 
Hippodrome. Loose: 1. 
1.2x іму, 
[1] Mamboury"s nores. 


Миттігі-І1МЕ 


WiTH INDICTION 


774 


Ls 


—YPI 


AKOY 
TM AiG 
+ Коракой tvO(iccubyoc)s ле” 
(a) Stamp: өс x 8o. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. 
1,.?x?x30-40. 
[1] Mambaury"s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 94 х79. 
Unknown: т. 
1.2х2х36-39, AM 378. 
[1] Bardill megs. 94.8.15, 14. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


KYPIAK(OY) 
775 


LE 


AK? 
КҚаңмақ(оф)е 
(a) Stamp: (76) x63, 
Date: 407-22. See Part И, Ch. 9, sect. за, 
St Polyeuktos. Level poa: 1-2. Level 642: 3, Unknown: 4. 
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1. Mo. 1296. 2. No. 1333. 3. No. 293. 4. No. 1334. 

Notes: 1-4. One brick measures ? х? x 38. 

[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 212, B24. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.11.72 (3). 


KYPIAKOY 
776 
т. KY PI 
ар 

AK OY 
+ Rupa 
(a) Stamp: go x 85, 

Bogdan Sarayi: Near the walls of the church: т. 

3, 2X? ха. 

[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


CIRCULAR 
KYPIAKOY 


777 
ы бу 
[ETYXTI 
AKA[O]Y 
ПР. 1 
IC 


leoi уӛрее [K]opvax[o]o іу(біктиізуос) [. .] 
(a) Stamp: r 1c diameter. 


Date: 502733 or 517-20:0n532—3 5. See Part IT, Ch, д, sect. ad, 


Ch. то по. 7. 

Remains.destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi; т, 
1? Ix. 

[1] Mambeurv's notes. 


КУРІАК(ОУ) 


778 
т. АТ, AITVAQM®S around central + 


eve Kuprox(ot) 18. (2) around central + 


(а) Several variants. 
Stamp: approximately 94 diameter. 
Date: after 475, See Part IL Ch, 16 14. 
Kalenderhane Camu. Over the Diakanikon vault t. Middle 
step in Бета: 2. Roof, filling wall: 5. 
1. (330) x(245) x40. 2, 375 x 315 x 36. з. (275) (250) x 36, 
stamped twice. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Cz (illustration compiled trom 
several variants). 


CRUCIFORM 


779 
т. SAANYA 
Күчриях(о%)з 


The flaring of the stamp suggests that, when complete, it was 
cruciform. 
* (a) Stamp: ? x 36, 
Date: (33-35. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. zb. 
Hagia Sophia, Constructions of the north-west court, large, 
thick surrounding wall of Нара Sophia: т. 
1.2%? X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


KYPIAKOY AIAKONOY 


780 

і. [-K]YPIA 
КІБАЛАР -- 
[I]NA2H 


[-K opina кої Өле(кбмол)з [1]v8(uecviwoc)s n 
(a) Scamp: (82) x 9o. 

Unknown: 1. 

і. 2x 2 40-47, AM таз (old по, 1922). 

[т] Bardill neg. 94.7.12. 


KYPIAKOY IIPECBYTEPOY 


KYPIAK(OY)S ПРЕ(СВУТЕРОУ)5 
781 
i. КҮМАК 

епрег 


Kxnax(o0)s rpe(cBurépou)s 
(a) Stamp: 135 Хус. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
1, jbo X 330 X 40, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


782 
т. KY[PIAK] 
ПРЕ?) 
Kwu[puxe(o9)]s s[pk(cfwtépov)s] 
(a) Saraçhane: i: 
1. No. 365. 
[1] Saraçhane archive neg. 9.12.34. 
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783 


1. 


]KYPI 
JAKe 
IMPE? 
With traces of border, 
Kupik(o0)s rpetcPurépgou)s 
(a) Sarachane: 1. 
L Мо. убт, 
[:] Saraghane archive neg. 19.3.16a. 


KYPIAK(OY)S ПРЕ(С)8 В (ҮТЕРОҮ) 
784 


1. 


KYPIAK 
[5}ПРЄ2В 


Kupian(ot)[s] прес) В(отёроо) 

Kupiax(od)[s] npe(cBuzépou)s B 

(a) Stamp: 130 x 57. 
Great Palace, Area Baz 1. | 
L?x?xa4g. 
[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaliste, 12 na. 4 (where the 
location із said to be near the monumental staircase at the 
"House of Justinian’): [2] Mamboury's notes. 


КУРІАКОУ TIPE(CBYTEPOY)S 


І. 


735 


+КҮРІА 
КЕПРЄ& 


+ Kupiikco mpelefutépov)s 
(а) Stamp: 98 » 60. 
5t Euphemia in Hebdomon (Bakirköy) (location according to 
Sorlin-Dorigny, but no such church is known): 1. 
1. MSBK no, unknown. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 88 no. 26, [2] Leclereq, 
*Estampulles’, cal. $46 no. gd. [3] DAI (Ist) neg. 2340 (cast). 
[4] Mamboury’s notes (from cast). Mango's notes (from cast). 
(b) Stamp: 55 x58. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: т, 
1. 562 х 345 X 40, ТАМ тоу. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(c) Stamp: 95 x 56. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area їп 193 $7238. 
Mamboury records findspot as "Ca": 1. 
1, 300 X уро X 4 f. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Trace of upright of kappa in second line suggests ascription to 
this type. 
Stamp: (78) x46, 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area іп 193538. Site 
Вт:1, 
i.? xf х40,п0: 43- 
[r] GPL, рі. r4 10.43. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 214. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2]. 


(е) Stamp: (44) «(55). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Penstyle area in 193 $738. Site 
Вт, building north-west of church (debris): t. 
1.2*?93$,n0.23. 
[1] GPT, pl. 14 no. 23. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 197. [3] Talbor Rice archive neg. as 
[2]. 

(f) Land Walls. 
[1] Dethier, '*Makrikóy", 164 no. Г, pl. ТА" no. 8. [2] Meyer- 
Plath and Schneider, Landmanser, ї 50 no. 20, 


KYPIAKOY IT(EC)SB(YTTEPOY)S 


786 
1. EE YPIA 
KSIIPSBS 


+ Коріакої np(ec)sB(oc£peni]s 


(а) Hebdomon (Bakırköy). 
[1] Dethier, “Maknkoy’, 164 по. Ө”, pl. ТА" no. 7 (top). 


787 
1. -EYPIAE 
STIPSBS 


+ Корихкої zp(ec)sB(urépou)s 


(а) Stamp: 122 «75. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: 1, 
T: 440 X? X4f. 
[1] Mambaury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 115-120 x 60-62. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-3. 
TIAM 44. 2. IAM бо. 3. IAM 81. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures 370 * 340 Х 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 
(c) Stamp: Approx. (82) х 48. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
Вт, north-east of church, wall north-west of pier 7, in sity: Т. 
і. по. уб. 
[1] GP 1, рі. 14 no. 76. 
(d) Stamp: 118 x63. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-55. [n situ on fallen vault close to stone structure of 
Apsed Hall: т. 
т. 3550 Xx 340 X 38, labelled no, 12. 
[1] GP TI, тоу, hg. 21 no. 7. [2] Mango, ‘Review I’, 68 п. 
(mentioned). 


788 
1. -КУРІАК 
OYTTPSBS 


+ Корко? np(ec)sB(uépou)s 


(а) Stamp: 120 X 6o. 
Buytikada (Prinkipo), St George Koudonas. Avasma. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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KYPIAKOY IIPECBY(TEPOY) 


789 
і. +KYPLAK 
ЕПРЕСЕҮ 


+ Корихкої пресфих/ тре) 

(а) Stamp: ? x 6o. 
Walls of Nessebar. Pavement no. ¢ of tower no. 2: 1. 
i. 345 X350 х7, dark brick. 


[т] Ognenova-Marinova, 'Briques", 113-14 no, 15, 115, fig. 108. 


(bh) Stamp: 122 x 55. 

Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
г. 340 X 320 X 40, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(с) Dethier possibly omitted to record the initial cross. The letter 
he illustrates as a lunate sigma was no doubt an epsilon. 
Hebdomon (Bakirkoy). 

[1] Dethier, ‘Makrikoy’, 164 no. Є", pl. TA" no. 7 (bottom), 


KYPIAKOY IIPECBYTEPOY 


799 
1. KYPIAKOY 


ITIEQE 
The typescript representation is taken from Meliopoulos. It 
apparently represents a version of + Корко mpecButépou, 
(а) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace). 
[1] Meliopoulos, "Topothesia', 229 no. 3. [2] Feissel, 
‘Inscriptions’, 410 no. 11.3. [3] SEG 37 (1987) па, 1034, 


791 
1. Meliopoulos gives no indication of the layout of the stamp. 


+ Корко? xpeciurepov 


(а) Unknown. 
[1] Meliopoulos, "М ғалап”, 385. 


KYPIA(OY) 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


792 4 
т. ATTY X 
KupiA(ou) 
(a) Stamp: 155 x 25 (left)-3t (right). 
Unknown: 1. 
1, (345) x(323) 4 40748, AM 162. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 
Isa Саты”, fig. 39 по. то, [3) Bardill neg. 94.120.112. 


WITH INDICTION 


793 
т. INBIBAPERYPLA 
iv(Bueniwoc) Pr Bape ) Карі оо) 
(а) Stamp: туо x 27. 
Date: 4238/9 or 443/4 or 4$8/9. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. re. 
* — Mühürdar Emin Paga болады t. 
1.2 RP Rag. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mamboury, Nouvelle lecture’, 123. 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 


794 


n ][КҮРТАН 

] КәріМоо) В 

The beta may be an indiction or an accessory 

(а) Stamp: ? x 3o. 
Great Palace. Area Аст. 
L?XxPXj. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mange and Hawkins, "Fenari Isa 
Сапиї", 133 na. 15 (mentioned). те” 


795 
1. BAKYPIAA 


Bod ) Rupid(ow) б 
The delta may be an indiction or an accessory. 


(a) Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia. Court to the east of the apse: 
(опе), Under the threshold of the east door of the south aisle: 
(one). 

[т] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, “Fenari Isa 
Camii" 183 по, 10 (mentioned), 


KYPI( ) ФІ() 
KY() O) 


796 
г. INXBKYO! 


ім(бажтиймос) с /С BC) Kul) Фа) 

(а) Stamp: 141 «28, 
Fenari Isa Cami: 1-2. 
1: 372 х(340) * 47-54, АМ 176. 2.390 X 356 xaj- AM згу 
[т] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 
Isa Сапа”, fig. 40 по. 25. [3] Bardill megs, 94.11.62, 7a (1); 
54.5.13a (2). 


КҮР()ФЦ) 


797 
г. INBBAKYd4#1 


ім(биктиймос) [^ е) Корі ) Фи | 


CATALOGUE 285 
(а) Stamp: 154 x 25. Joz 
Land Walls, Silivri Карт. 1, E]YTN€ 
т. 370 x 350x43—59, LAM 87.5. . 
[т] Вата” notes. Корі ) Net) 
8 (a) Stamp: (уу) ж 20, 
79 Land Walls. Near tower 82. 
т. В|АКУ«РІ [1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landrzaner, 148 по. 4.3. 
Bjel) Kup( ) Ou ) [2] DAT (Ist) neg, 6610 (cast). |3) Mamboury's notes (from 


(a) Stamp: (тоб) x 28. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 193 5—38. Site 
Br, building north-east of church, pier 2, in situ: т. 
t. no. $6. 
[1] GP 1, pl. 14 No. 86. 


KYPI( ) ФІГ) 


799 
1. ІМУВУКУРІФІ 
ім(биютиймос) £^ Ba ) Кори ) uf ) 
à (a) Stamp: 186 x32. 

"Bath" building beside the Myrelaion rotunda. 
[1] Talbor Rice, ‘Bodrum Camii’, 77%, Ñg. 11 no. 6. 
[2] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 264 no. 14е. [3] Talbot Rice 
archive (rubbing). 


КУРО MA() 


8co 
т. АМЧУЛАЧІАМІ 
ім(бикстиймос) ох" Bal) Kup( ) Mod ) 
(a) Stamp: 187 x 32. 
Unknown: І, 
t, MSEK inv. 6195, (370) X390 x} 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 87 no. 14. [2] МВК пер, 
6195à. [3] DAI (Ist) neg. 2347 (cast). [3] Mamboury’s notes 
(from cast). Mango's nates (from cast). 
(b) Stamp: 185 x32. 
Unknown: 1. 
i. JAM (CK) no. 5 1, 380 x 580 x55, 
[1] Mango's nores. 


KYP( ) NE( ) 
WITH INDICTION 
ӛсі 
т. ПЧІВАКУЧМЄ 
lv(Bucziivoc) i [fa ) Көрі ) Ne ) 


(a) Stamp: 148 x23. 
Unknown: 1, 
t, [AM (CK) no. 57, fragment, 365 x ? хдо, 
[1] Mango's notes. 


cast). Mango's notes (from cast), 


803 
1. ВЈАКҮЧМЄ 
Ajal) Кәт() Nei ) 
(а) Stamp: (88) х 22. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. MSBK inv. б211, (уа) х(тсо) x? 
[1] М5ВК пер, 62112. [2] DAL (Ist) neg. 2344 (cast). 
[3] Mamboury's notes (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast). 


КҮР 





бод 
і. INIBAKYPI[ 
їм(баєтібмос) v Ве ) Kup 
їм(біктіибмас) 1" Bal ) Kup( ) 1 
(a) Stamp: (175) х2ү. 
Vela Kilise Camii, Foundation walls adjoining north fagade ol 
church, in Divan Efendi Sokagi (revealed during laying of 
drains 9 June 1935): (two) 1. 
1,2 x2x30-3j. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


бог 
1. ПЧЕТВАРЄКУРІ| 
iv(Gucciavoc) Bi Papel ) Кору 
iv(Guetidwoc) В Вере) Kupi ) 1 
(a) Stamp: (180) x 27. 
Date: 428/9 or 443/4 or 4538/9. See Parr TI, Ch, ә, sect, те. 
Mühürdar Emin Paga Sokağı, 
[1] Mamboury's nores, 


KYP() TE() 


826 
1. ІЧЄКУРТЄ 
ІУ(бектиуос) е Kupi} Tel ) 
(а) Stamp: tay ху. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: (several) т=з. 
1. 160 x 360 KGa, 2. 360 x уро x 50, 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 
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KYP( ) ФІ() 
See K YPI( ) ФТІ ) 


RUM LI 


Boy 
т. INB[T]BAK YF[ 


iv(Buccibvoc) Pa] Ве Корі 


(a) Unknown. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 5474. 


KY( ) OI) 
See KYPI( ) ФЦ) 


KY[ 


WITH INDICTION 
Rof 
т. INIEKY[ 
iv(Suettiivec) w Kul 
(a) Stamp: (71) x33. 
Myrelaion debris. 
[1] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Сатії", 173, hg. 11 no. 15. (2) Talbot 
Face archive (rubbing). 


809 
т. IMEIBAdKA[ 
ім(биєтиймос) e Вер) Ku[ 
(а) Stamp: (155) x 36. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1. 


г. 330 x (310) x 48. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstarnps', Azo, 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 


B1a - 
т. -KY[ 
+ Ка 
(а) Stamp: ? x 33. 
Kügükyah. Port beside the sea: т. 


I? x? X20, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


KONCTANTINOY, KO(N)CTANTINOY 


See also KO(N)CTANTINOY, KONCTANTINOY, 
KONCTANTINOY or KW(N)CTANTINOY. 


SiNGLE-LINE 
KON(CTANTINOY) 
811 
т. А+АККШЧ 
Ara x Ком(стамтімом) 
The significance of X 4-0 кїї uncertain. 


(a) Stamp: 150 x 39. 
Sea Walls. Near tower 8:1, 
1. 370 X 360 X 40. 
[т] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 15 with n, 2, 16, fig. 
і7, по. т, [2] Mamboury's notes, 


MurriPLE-LiWNE 
WITH INDICTION | 
KONST(ANTINOY) 
8rz 
1. Nd€ 
eT! 
KWN | 
Keovst(avelvou) іуб(іктийуос) є" 
(а) North-east corner of the garden of Blachernai. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


KWNCT(ANTINOY) 


813 
і. +KWMNCTS 
TN ASA 


+ Kover(evelvou)s ivé(ueridivec)s a 

(a) Stamp: 13% x 46. 
Unknown: 1-2, 
1. збу x 360 x 43-47, АМ 232. 2. 370 X 365 Xx 40744, AM 330, 
[1] Bardill пед. 94.12.12, 13 (15 95.5.33: 95.6.1, 2 (2). 


KWNCTANTINO(Y) 


814 

i. INA? 
TINO? 
CTAN 
КОМ 


+ Кшустеутіміңдіе 1м/бистиймосу à s 
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(a) Stamp: Ег x78, 
Date: 495/6 or s 10/11 ог үз ү/б, See Part П, Ch. o, sect. ad. 
Tokludede Mescilit 1-2. 
t. [AM 65, 2. AM 71. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x $5. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


RWNCTANTINOY 
Вт 
і. “КШИСТ 
AMTIMOY 
MINA? B 
+ Киметамтімою [Dv(ueruvac)s ЇМ 
(a) Stamp: 155 «fis. 
б Unknown: 1. 
т. MSBK по, unknown, 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 2344 (cast). [2] Mamboury’s notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 
isa Карі Mescidi. Sourh wall: 1. 
т, Found in 1961, private ownership of H, Hallensleben. 
[т] Ötüken, /sa Nap: Mescidi, ро, 375, pl. 14b. 


#16 
т. Ч|КФОМСТ) 
ANTIN 
алан 
+ [Euncr]avzivou (тамос) тү” 
(а) Stamp: (52) x77. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-58. Site 
Br, building north-west of church (debris): 1. 
1. по, 29. 
[1] GPI, pl. 14 no. 29. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 203. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[3]. 
(b) Stamp: (87) x (60). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1934-18. Site 
Вт, building north-west of church (debris): r- 
I, ? Xf x40,n0. 46. 
ІП GPI, pl. 14 mo. 46. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 216. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 


[a]. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
KWNCTAN(TINOY)S 


8ту 
1. КШМ 
CTANS 


+ Кшустауітіуінуің 


(a) Stamp: 72 x ? 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1. зах ? х 2, once in the Magia Eirene collection. 
[11 Mamboury's потез, 
(b) Stamp: (75) x(55). 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAT (Ist) neg. 6599 (cast). [2] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 
(с) Stamp: ga x 5 5. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: 1. 
I.? * 2x45. 
[т] Mamboury and Wiegand, Aatrerpalaste, 58 (top row, right). 
[2] Schneider, '"Ziegelstempel', 267 no. бас. [3] Mamboury’s 
іннен, 
(d) Stamp (99) 65. 
Hagia Sophia. South-west corner, loosé brick on vault exposed 
when the roof over the washing fountains was removed. 
[1] Van Mice archive (rubbing). 
(e) Stamp: 99 x 68. 
Hagia Eirene. Southern side of atrium: т. 
1.355 X355 хдо. 
[т] George, Sr. Errene, рі. 16 no. 12. 
(f) Stamp: rot хус, 
Date: 533-15. See Part II, Ch. o, sect, 2b, 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-wesrcourt: 1. 
Dixix$3. 
[1] Mamboury's nores, 
(р) Stamp: тохто, 
Unknown: 1. 
L1,?x?x42,ÀM 245. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.12.33. 
(№) Stamp: roz хус. 
Date: 533735, See Parr IL, Ch. 9, seer. 2b, 
Unknown: r. 
1. 380 « 375 x 47-53, three fingermarks making ап 5-shape 
applied before the stamp, AM 212. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.6. 102, 113, 129, 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of rhe north-west court, large, 
thick surrounding wall: 1. 
LPXxPxao 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


C 


(i) Stamp: то2 x(62). 
Structures behind the Istanbul Archaeological Museum: r. 
TPP M45. 
[1] Ülker, Proje, 59. 
(1) Stamp: тоз х(б5). 
Hagia Sophia. South-west room, horolagion. 
[1] Van Nice archive (robbing), 
(К) Stamp: 165 x72. 
Date: 533-35. See Part IT, Cli ә, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: т. 
1.370 X370 X55. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(1) Stamp: 105 x 72. 
Unknown: 1-3. 
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CATALOGUE 
г. LAM(CK) 35. z. IAM (CK) 35a. 3. IAM (CK) 47. EQNCTAN(TINOY) 
Notes: 1-3. The bricks measure 370 Х 370 x уо, 380 4 470 X го, g 
65 x 3650 X ү. 19 
jog х У 55 1, КОМ 
[1] Mango's notes. " СТАМ 
(m) Stamp: (102) х(ба). E 
Hagia Sophia. South-east buttress, + Казустам(тімот) 


[т] Van Mice archive (rubbing), 
(n) Stamp: тоу x 7o. 
Hagia Sophia. South-east buttress, second window sill below 
top sill: 1. Lying around in the approaches to or room of the 
south-east buttress: 2, 
1-2. One of the bricks measures 365 x 365 x ? 
[т] Antoniades, Magis Sophia, і. 83, hg. 9. [2] Swift, Hagia 
Sophia, yo na. т. [1] Gray, “Brickstamps’, 51 п. 1 (almost 
certainly referring to the same example as Antoniades and 
Swift). [4] Bardill neg. 94.8.8 (1). 
(о) Stamp: тәу xóa. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. (305) x (175) x 52-60, AM 472. 
[1] Bardill пед. 95.1 5.26, 27. 
(p) Stamp: rrr x7o. 
Unknown: 1-4. 
I, 370 X 362 X 40744, АМ 221 (old no. 4), 2.380 x 375 x 47, AM 
226 (old no. 4). 3.380x 359 хар, AM 228. 4. 379 х(225)х 
40753, АМ 471. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.6.262, туа, 28а (1); од-12. 1, 2 (13, 5 (3k 
94.14.1518 (2); 95.15.24, 25 (4). 
(9) Stamp: (93) x s4. 
Land Walls, W83/84. 
[т] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmawer, 149 по, 12.2, 
[2] DAI (Ist) neg. 6599. [3] Mamboury's notes (from cast). 
(г) Stamp: ? x $5. 
Rumeh Hisar. Loose. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(s) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?) 
[1] Meliopoulos, “Topothesia’, 229 по. 4, [1] Feissel, 
"Inscriptions", 416 по. 11.4. [3] SEG 37 (1987) no. to34. 
(t) Unknown. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB $473. 
(а) Unknown: 1. 
1, [AM (unnumbered), 
[1] Dumbarton Oaks Photographic Collection neg. L2.751 
(1. Ševčenko); 


KONCTAN(TINOY)C 


B18 
r (KON 


CTANC 
+ Küovezav(xivou)e 
(a) Saray Burnu: 1, 
1, IAM. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: оох 65. 
Yalova. Dome of baths (Valide Hamam): (numerous). 
[1] Mambaury's notes. 


(а) Stamp: ? x 52. Length probably бу. 

Walls of Nessebar. Pavement no. 5 of tower no. 2: t. 

1, Fragment. 

[1] Ognenova-Marinova, ‘Briques’, 114-15 no. 21, 116, fig. 111. 
(b) Stamp: (75) х $8. 

Kalenderhane Сатай, South-east chamber, floor: т. 

т. (177) x (110) х до. 

[т] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Вә, 
(c) Stamp: 108 x73. 


Found in the process of opening à tunnel from the central nave 
of Hagia Eirene. 

[1] Ramazano£glu, Saimte-Iréne, fig. у, [3] Mamboury, 
"Nouvelle lecture’, 124. [3] Mamegris, ‘Hagia Sophia’, 289 
(mentioned as + Kuwvezavrivou +}, [4] Schneider, "Review" 
(mentioned as - K ONCTANTINOY). 


Unknown: 1-2. 
1, юрид, AM 244. 2. (302) х(185) x 45-55, AM 755. 
[т] Bardill negs. 94.12.32 (1); 95.15.32—4 (2). 
(d) Stamp: 112 x 8o. 
Walls found in Alemdar Caddesi during laying of drains. Top 
of the street: 1. 
L 360 x 360 X 38. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(е) Stamp: Approx. 112 x 22. 
Great Palace, excavations jn the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
Br, building north-east of church, pier 7 in arch: 1-2, Sins Br, 
building north-east of church, pier 1, im situ. 
тупо, 45. 2.n0. 83a. 
[1] GP I, pl. 14 no. 45, 833. 
(f) Stamp: 114 x76. 
Hagia Eirene. Southern side of atrium: 1, 
г. 355 3552044. 
[1] George, 5t. Eirene, pl. 16 na. 9. 
(в) Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
t. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 
(Б) Stamp: (45) x fo. 
Hagia Sophia. Atrium, south wing, space below gallery. 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


820 
1. Probably the зате as 817, 818, of 819 (5, C, ог nothing terminates 


the inscription). 

(a) Stamp: (76) 554. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1-2. 
т, (185) &(105) х 38. 2. (235) (166) хду, 
[1] Peschlow, "Bricksramps', B26, 


CATALOGUE 289 


(b) Stamp: 126 x éc. 
Unknown: i, 
т. Once in Robert College, fragment, ? x ? x45. 
[1] Mango's nores (rubbing). 
(c) Stamp: (75) (from left, to прат of omega) x 58. 
Excavarion of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 19028. Great wall to the south of, and parallel то, the 
dram, and to the right of the southern base: 1, 
1.390 X 380 X 40. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Stamp: (84) x (5 5). 
Unknown: 1. 
1. MSBK inv. 6231, (120) x (146) х? 
[1] MSBK neg. 6231a. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 2549 (cast). 
[3] Mamboury's notes (from cast), [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast). 
(е) Stamp: тоб x (13). 
‚ Great Palace, excavations in l'eristyle and Apsed Hall in 


ШЕБІНЕ 

1, 362 x ? x 4a, labelled по. 3. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive photo. [2] Marrboury's notes. 

(f) Stamp: 110 x ба. 
Dare: 567-22. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. za. 
St Polyeuktos. Level со": т. Level 782: 2, 
1, No. 571. 2. No. 362. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x 3$. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 212, B2 5. [1] Saraçhane archive пер; 
$.40.104 (2). 

(g) Unknown. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. КВ 5482. 

(Б) Stamp: (77) x (55). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
Brit. 
1, 2X? x £0, mo. 5. 
[1] GP I, рі. та no. 5. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, пер: 185. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2], 

(i) Stamp: (95) х (56). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38, Site 
Br, building north-west of church (debris): т. 
1,2 x ? X 40, по. бї. 
[1] GPL, pl. т4 no. ёт. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 226. 

(i) Erenköy. 
[т] Meliopoulos, "Та Honoratou', 2156 na. t. 


KONCTANTIN(OY)S 
821 


г “ЕШУМСТ 
ANTINS 


+ Koveroytiviou)s 


(а) Stamp: (35) x (55). 
Land Walls, Wall berween towers gp and 963: 1. 
1.2 xx ус. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


(b) Stamp: 104 x 64. 
Great Palace, excavations m the Peristyle area tn 1935-3441. 
1. Labelled no. 22. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive photo. 
(c) Stamp: 105 62. 
Great Palace, Area Ac: r. 
t. 370 X 360 x 65, 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 
(d) Stamp: тіз x63. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. МУВК шу, 6193, (279) x (286) х: 
[1] MSEK neg. бтаза. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 234% (cast). 
Гу) Mambenury" sentes (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (from 
cust. log S 
(e) Stamp: 11$ бр 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
г95 у -55. In similar locations to k and l: 1. 
1. Labelled no. 7. 
Notes: General measurements 350 x 336 X со, 
[1] СРП, тоу, hg. 21 no. 4. [2] Talbot Rice archive photo, 
Stamp: 115 x65. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, [AM unnumbered, (272) x (200) x до, brick carved with a face 
and a fish. 
[т] Mango and Ševčenko, "Inscriptions", 24 по, 32. [2] SEG 28 
(1578) no. 1593. [3] Dumbarton Oaks Photographic 
Collection negs. Lé7.365—6 (L Ševčenko). 
(в) Stamp: 115 «68. 
Hagia Sophia. Exonarthex, repairs to paving beside second door 
from north leading ro narthex, opposite north jamb of door. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
(В) Stamp: 115 хб, 
Unknown: т, 
L?x?x4;-50, AM 241. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.12.28, 
Stamp: 116 X67. 
Unknown: 1. 
1,358 4352 347754, AM 225, 
[т] Bardill negs. 94.6.3 52, зба. 
( Stamp: 118 x63. 
Unknown: т, 
т. MSEK шу. 6219, (тос) x (149) х? 
[1] MSEK neg. 6212a. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 2348 (cast). 
[1] Mamboury's notes (from cast). [4] Mango’s notes (from 
cast). 
(Е) Stamp: 118 x62. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-45. Filling vaulted chambers adjoining rhe Apsed Hall to 
the south-west, роб m. below tap of vault: (numerous) 1. 
1,2 x 2 gh, labelled no, 6. 2. Labelled no. 22. 
Notes: General measurements 146 «336 ж jo. 
[т] Talbot Rice, Byzantines, 81, fig. 9. [2] Talbot Rice archive 
photo, [3] Mamboury's notes. 
(1) Stamp: (тот) x6o, 
Great Palace, excavations іп Perisryle and Apsed Hall in 1953- 
$5. [n filling of vaulted chambers adjoining the Apsed Hall to 
the south-west, -6 m. below top of vault: (numerous) 1-2. 


(Ё 


-— 


EL, 
= 
et 
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1. ? x? x 46, labelled no. 6. 2, Mamboury records ап example 
nicasuring 360 X ? x $5, labelled no. б. 
Mates: General measurements у {о х 336 x $0. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive photo. [2] Mamboury's notea. 
Stamp: (100) х 62. 
Date: тоу-2. See Parr IT, Ch. д, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 736: 1. Level дод: з. 
1. Mo. 115. з. No. 373. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? х? x 44-40. lt is 
questionable whether these two fragments bore the 
impression of the same die. 
{т} Hill, 'Brickstamps', 212, Вб. [2] Saraçhane archive перу, 
5-40.20 (т), 5.41.12 (2). 
(n) 5гатр: (89) х (54). 
Great Palace, excavanons іп the Peristyle area in 193 5-38. Sire 
Віт, 
1. ?%? 45, по, 8. 
[т] GP I, pl. 14 па. 8. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 187. [3] Talbot Rice archive пер, as 
[a]. 
(0) Stamp: (rro) x (64). 
Unknown: 1. 
т. [AM (CK) no. 78, ? x ? x 42. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(р) Hebdomon (Bakırköy). 
[т] Dethier, 'Makriköy', 166 no. Iz", pl. ТА" no. t5. 
(4) Stamp: ? «65. 
Sea Walls. West of the monumental staircase and north of the 
railway, area Fa: 1. 
L?x?xag. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 
(г) Samanl Daj: (two). 
[1] Gedeon, 'Engrapho:, 399. 
(s) Meliopoulos gives no indication of the layout of the 
inscription. 
Unknown. 
[1] Meliopoulos, “Nikétiaton’, 285, 
(t) Possibly of this rype. 
Silivri. 
(27 Dirimtekin, ‘Selymbria’, 33 по. 8. 
(и) Possibly of this type, although the rypescript representation 
shows A rather than А. 
Excavations near the University, in Büyük Regit Paga Caddesi. 
[1] Schneider, 'Aquádukr'", col. 75. 
(v) Possibly of this type, although the sketch shows A rather than 
А. 
In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 and 
1958-63 between Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Dinmtek:n, Fouilles‘, 122 по. 1. 


(m 


T 


KO(N)CTAN(TINOY) 


Haa 
1n “КС 


ТАЙНА 
з Качу)стам(тімом) + 
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(a) Stamp: (бс) x 62. 
Excavation of the Diakonissa complex near Istanbul 
University, 1943-46: 1. 
т. Mamboury states that the brick isin the. Museum. 
[1] Firath, "Trou églises', 172, 177, pl. 7 (b) na. 8. 
[2] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Stamp: 116 x 65, 
Date: 6532/3. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 

^ Hagia Sophia. Wall with exedras, Caferiye болар. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(c) Stamp: 113 «63. 
Unknown: t. 
1. 370 х 342 к 36-42, AM 317. 
[1] Bardill negs. 55.5.27, 28, 29. 
823 
ы +ЕШС 
TAN 
+ Ka(v)erav(ztvov) 
(a) Stamp: 75 x75. 1 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. = 
1, 380 x360 жд. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. ел 
824 


1. Probably the same as 822 or 825. 


(a) Stamp: (75) х (66). 
Myrelaion debris. 
[1] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Cami, 175, fig. 11 по, 13. [2] Talbot 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


EO(N)CTANTIN(OY) 


Ез 
1. +КШСТ 
ANTINS 
+ Кох м)стомутім (ото )є 
(а) Stamp: 125 x65. 
Dare; after 53.2, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. 
[1] Schneider, 'Ziegelstempel', 267 no. 64b. [2] Mamboury and 
Wiegand, Kaiserpaláste, 38 (centre row, right), 
[53] МатЬоцгу' notes. 


KO(N)CTANTINOY 


£26 
 «ЕШСТАМ 
ТІТМОТ» 


+ Коҳуђстоутіхор + _ 
(a) Stamp: 150 бе. 
Great Palace, Area Ab, collapsed vault: т. 


г. 480 x? хо. 
[11 Mamboury's notes. 
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KONCTANTIN(OY)S or KO(N)CITANTIN(OY)S 830 
827 L Кф 
т. -КЧХ [NS]T[S] 
ANT INde 
+ Ka[verJave{iviov)s] + Kea[v(c)s}r(ovtivow)[s] іуб(іктибмос) в” / E 
+ Ко (у)ст|амтіПм(аль)з (a) Stamp: 35 diameter. 


Cp. Віт or 815. 

(a) Stamp: (58 mm. from left side to upright of tau) x63. 
Hexagon complex in Gulbane. Nearby debris: 1, 
1.2 2 хуу. 


[т] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 104, fig. 119 no. 2. 


12) Mamboury‘s nates. 


CIRCULAR 
WITH INDICTION 
KON(CTANTINOY) 


828 
ТӨРІН 

чач 

qe 

+ Ecvictaviivou)s ivó(uruüvoc) є" 

(а) Stamp: 74 x 72. 
Dare: 496/7 ar 511/12 or 526/7, See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. zd. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
1,2 x? x 42, LAM 58, 
[1] Mango's notes (from squeeze), 

(b) Stamp: 92 x35. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, fn rite in collapsed vault: т. 
1.395 х Р X40. 
(1) Mambaury's notes. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Kaiserpaláste, 36 (mentioned), 

(с) Stamp: 92 x 8o. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: 1. 
1. 360х775 хӯр, 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mamboury апа Wiegand, 
Kaiserpaldste, 36 (mentioned). 

(d) Stamp: бо diameter. 
Land Walls. Preron. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, 149 no. 12.1. 
[2] DAI (Ist) negs. 6602 (cast) and KB 5476 (brick). 


KWNST(ANTINOY)S 


829 

і. +КФ 
мете 
INd€ 


+ Кам(с)зт(амтімом)з Іуб(іктийуде) с” 

(а) Stamp: fo x 84. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, ir situ in collapsed vault. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Kaiserpalüste, 36 (mentioned). 


Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: 1. 

I.P OR 35, 

[1] Mamboury’s notes, [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Kaiserpalaste, 36 (mentioned). 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


KWNCTANTINO(Y) 


831 

1, LIMO 
СТАИ 
KUM 


Коустаутіуо(о) 


(а) Stamp: 92 diameter. 
Date: 427-22. See Part IT, Ch. g, sect. та. 
St Polyeukros. Level 279: L Level оз? 2. Level 678: 3. Level 
zoo": 4-6. Level 7257: 7. Level 737: 8. Level 738: 9-10. Level 
882*: тт, Level тоту? (pier, eastern end, debris): 12. Level 
1237": 13-14. Level 13304: 14-16. Unknown: 17-18, 
1. No. 194. 2. No. 686, 3. ЇЧо, зуу, 4. No. 497. p No. 499. 
6. Мо. ғо2. 7. No. 314. 8. INo. 366. 9. No. 333. іс. No. 335. 
11. No. бт4. та. Мо. 1336. 13, Mo. 1224. 14. Mo. 1225. 
14, Мо, 1141, 16, Мо. 1172. 17, Mo. 258, 18. No. 421. 
Notes: 1-18, One brick measures ? x ? x 39. 
[1] Hill, '"Brickstamps', ats, Су. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
$3935 (3). 

(b) Stamp: 95 diameter. 
(rear Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
rex? хо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(с) Dare: ¢ 9432/9. See Part Il, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of the west doors, demolished 
November 187}. 
[1] Sarlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", 92 no. 48; pL 14 no. ra. 


з. LINQ 

СТАИ 

кшм 

Каустпмтімо(о) 

(a) Stamp: 93 diameter. 
Retaining wall and barrel vault between the church of the 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia and the Basilica Cistern 
(Yerebatan Sarayi): т. 
L 2x? ко, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(b) Stamp: 93 diameter, 
Unknown: t. 
т. Fragment, ? к? x 55, [AM 31. 
[т] Mambourg"s notes. 
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з. Probably the same as type т or 2. 


(а) Stamp: 110 diameter. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: т. 
1.2%? x40. 

[1] Mamboury's nores. 


4. OMIT 

CTVIA 

кши 

Kevereverivet) 

(a) Stamp: go diameter. 
Rhegium (Küçük Çekmece). Bath to the south-west of the 
Acropolis: т. 
т. їх? x qn, 
[1] Mambonury's nates. 


p OMIT 

мүт 

КЕШИ 

Камстамтімо( м) 

(a) Stamp: 95 diameter, 
Great Palace. Area Ab, pillars, collapsed vault: t. 
т. 370 X160 X45. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 

(b) Stamp: 90-95 diameter. 
Rubble in iront of Sea Walls on Saray Burnu: 1. 
1.370 x 360 X 40-50. 
[т] Unger, ‘Seraispirze’, fig. то no. да. [1] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 267 no. baf. 

(c) Stamp: 90-93 diameter. 
Rubble in front of Sea Walls on Saray Burnu: т. 
1.378 хуба X 40-50. 
Ruins on Saray Burma (orphanage of 5: Paul?) 
[1] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, fig. то по. 4b. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 267 no. Gal, 


6. OMIT 
ІМІУТО 
[Mua 
Kawvecra[v]ri[v]o(u) 
(a) Stamp: rro diameter. 
Great Palace. Area Ac. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


7 IMO 
LAVT 
ЕШИС 


Камстаутіғо(о) 


(а) Stamp: Зо diameter. 
Date: 07-12. Sec Part TT, Ch. 9, sect. за. 


Unknown: 1-2. 


1. (225) x (205) х 30735, AM 476. 2. (285) X (246) куб, AM 477, 


[т] Ваган! negs. 55.15.35. 37 (1), 38 (2). 
St Polyeuktos. Level бте т. Level 332: 2. Level 392: 3, 
Level 736: 4. Wall west of slip-road: s. Unknown: 6. 


1. No. 280, 2. No. 186. 3. No. 8o3. 4. Mo. 561. ү, No, 129. 
6. Found before excavations (possibly ane of bricks 1p); 
Notes: 1-5. One brick measures ?x 2x 12-36. 
[1] Dirimtekin, 'Sarachane', fig, t4 (right). [2] Hill, 
‘Brickstamps', 215, C8. [3] Saraçhane archive neg. 123.132 (5). 
8. INO 
БАГАТ] 
[KWNC] 
[Revere |vrivo(u) 


Dethier, supposing the inscription to be in Latin, wrongly restored 
iras [AJNTONIDNIA). Manga proposed the Greek 
[ATNTONI[OY]. The facts that the stamp was circular (according 
to Dethier) and that the letters were arranged in straight lines 
suggests that rt was similar to type 7, and that only line з and two 
letters of line z survived. The stamp may not have belonged то rype 
7, since Dethier's typescript representation does not show the nu in 
line t inverted, although this may be an oversight. 
(a) Hebdomon (Balurkày). 
[r] Dethier, 'Makrikày", 162 no. А”. [2] Mordtmann, 
Konstantinopel, 18. [3] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Lascriptions’, 84 по. 
те, [4] Mango, "Brick Stamps", 21. 


9, Probably the same as type t or 7. e 


(a) Dare: 507-12. бес Part II, Ch. o, sect, за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 98: 1. Level 138 (fallen vault, debris}: т. 
1.Mo.248, 2. No. 84. 
ІП Hili, “Brickstamps’, 215, C7-8. 


CRUCIFORM 


KON (CTANTINOY) 


832 
т. “| 
+TAPSTZAU I+ 
5 


а імбілютибуєс)в у Көмістеутіуам) Варі ) + 


(a) Stamps 187 x 64. 
Date: соді 16. See Part 11, Ch. 9, sect. 22. 
St Polyeuktos. Level т у т (fallen vault, debris): 1-5. Level 138 
(fallen vault, debris): 6—9. Level 142 (fallen vault, debris): 12-26. 
Level 142: 21-2. Level 216: 33. Level 233: 24. Level 272: 14-5. 
Level 1324*: 27. Level 13717: 28. Unknown: 29-40. 
г. No, 44. 2, No. 45. 3. No. 47. 4. No. 64. 5. Мо. бу. б. Мо, 
За. у. Мо. 81. 8. No. 89. 9. №, от. то, Мо, 4. at, Мо, 10, 
12. Мо, тт. 13. Мо. 14. т4. Мо. 18. 15. Мо. 24. 16. Мо, 26, 
17. Мо, уб. 18. 130, 165. 19, Мо. 166. 20, No. 167. зт. No. 
175. 22. Мо. 176. 23. Мо. туо. 24. No. 445. 25. No. 11359. 
26. Мо, 1140. 27. No. 1277. 28. No. 1368. 29, Nov 469. 
зо. No. 2364. ^ 
Notes: 1-32, One brick measures 365 x 35$ x 15743. 
[1] Harrison, ‘Polyeuktos’, pl. 269, fig. 6. [2] Hill, 
"Brickstamps", 217, Dé, [3] Harrison, Temple, ут, fig, 74 (left), 
[4] Saraghane archive negs. 4.6.15 (7), 9.6.29 (16). 
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833 
їі = 
5 
KU EP 
Les 


+ Kaw(ctevetvov) буб (ией) [ 
(а) Stamp: (тоб) х (то). 
Date: 507-22. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 9, sect, 22. 
5x Polyeuktos, Level 131 (fallen vault, debris): 1. Level 138 
(fallen vault, debris): 2. Level 146 (fallen vault, debris): 5. 
т. Чо. 63. 2; ING. 97. 3. No. 31. 
Notes: 1-5. One brick measures ? x ? x 33-40. 
[1] Hill, 'Brzickstamps', 218, Die. [2] Saraghane archive neg, 
$41.14 (1), 


KONC(TANTINOY) 


834." 
1. PR 
аТИУНЫЕСААН 
к 


+ ivé(uetiavoc) В” Кормсі томтімом) Доц ) 


(а) Stamp: 192 х бо. 
Date: 5908/9. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 23. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 13: (fallen vault, debris): 1-3. Level 140 
(fallen vault, debris}: 4-7. Level 229: 8-11. Level бозу: 12. Wall 
west of slip road: 13-17. Unknown: 18-26. 
т. No. 53. з, Мо. бо. 3. Мо, 67. 4. No.3. у. Мо. 6. 6. No.9. 
7. Мо. 2т, 8. No. 230. 9. No. 235. то, No. 240, 11. No. 241. 
12, No. 1374. 13. Мо. 136. 14, No. 132. 14. Мо. 135. 16. Мо. 
139, 17. Mo. що. 18, No. 1365. 19. No. 1366. 20. No. 1367, 
21. Ма. 1468. 22. No, 1369. 23. No. 1370. 24. No. 1371. 
24.Мо.13у2. 26. No, 1373. 
Notes: 1-26. One brick measures 365 x 355 x42. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 217, Оу. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
46.202. 


E TR 
«ПЛУЯВОЧАЯ 
ғ 


+ Wwiluctudvoc) [I^ Kave(teavtiven) Bap ) 
(а) Stamp: aoe х $9. 
Dare: уо8/о, See Part M, Ch, 9, sect. za. 
8t Polyeuktos. Unknown: т. 
ү. No. 1433- 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 218, Dry. 
855 
1; TN 
4IAVeSLSOSTAS 
х 


+ ivi(vietiivoc}s у" Көмс(тамтіман) Dogs ) 


(а) Stamp: (165) x63. 
Date: 509/12. Sec Part 11, Ch. 5, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level гут (fallen vault, debris): т. Level 140 
(fallen vault, debris}: 2. Level 147: 3. 


І, Мо. 72. 2, No. 38. 3. No. 77. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures ? x ? x 34-717. 
[1] Hull, "Brickstamps", 217,108. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
9.12.17 (3). 
(b) Stamp: t85 (72+ 41 +72) x 60 (16 + ху -+ 17). 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of 5t Раш?) т. 
т; (270) * (200) х 4074 3- 
[1] Unger, "Seraispitze', fig. 19 no. б. 


846 
І. ғ 
+HAVSLSNAd 
ы в 


The Mis curions, since we would ехресі ОЧ, as on 834.1, 2; 835.1, 
Hence: 
+iv8(uetavoc)s y Kowe(sovetvov) Bapt ) 
(a) Stamp: 182 (2 75 39 - 71) х(59) (=? 34 Р). 
Rubble in front of the Sea Walls on Saray Burma: 1, 
1. (272) х (або) х 45743. 
[r] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, бр. 10 no. 7. 


837 
1. "A 
-INA2DTSOPARBI 
X 


-wü(ucnüvoc)s y Вер) Kovel(teytivou)s 


The significance of the Anal jorais unclear, It may bean accessory, 
although no similar stamp carries one. 


(a) Stamp: rgo x 7o. 
Date: 505/10. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect, 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level тт (fallen vault, debris): 1-7. Level 133 
(fallen vault, debris): 8. Level 142 (fallen vault, debris): 9—13. 
Level таз (fallen vault, debris): 14. Level 165: 15: Building A, 
conduit: 16. Unknown: 17. 
1, Mo. 43. 2, Мо. 48. 3. No. 49. 4. No. то, 4. No. $, 6, Мо. 
66, у. No, бо. 8, INo. 95. g: No. z, то. Mo, 16. га. No. 22, 
12, Ҹо. 25. £3. Ма. 29. 14). №0. 183. 15, Мо. 82. їй. Na. 34. 
17. No. 154. 
Notes: 1-17. One brick measures 375 x ? x 5740. 
[1] Hill, *Brickstamps', 218, Dg, [3] Sarachane archive пер. 
9,5.24a (7), 10.2.36 (15). 
Land Walls, Tekfur Sarayı, west wall: (three). 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmawer, туо no. 28.1, 28.2. 
[2] DAI (Ist) neg. 6595 (3 fragments). 


535 


ї 


. Probably the same as 832.1, 834.1—2, 835.1. 


(a) Date: probably фо8/9 or 509/16. See Parr IT, Ch. o, sect. га, 
St Polyeuktos. Level 37: 1. Level 131 (fallen vault, debris): 2-7, 
Level 149 (fallen vaulr, debris): 8-24. Level 143 (fallen vault, 
debris): 24. Level 165: 26. Level 229: 27-29. Wall west of slip 
road: 3o. Building A, conduit: 5t. Unknown: 32-35. 
1. No. 303. 2. №. 46. 3. No. уу. 4. Mo, 56. ӯ. Mo. 58. 6. Мо. 
ёт. 7. Mo. 71. 8. No. т. 9. No.8. то. No. 12. 11. Mo. 13. 
ta, ING, 15, 13, INO. 17. 14. Мо,19. 1%. №Мо: 20. 16. No. 23. 
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17. No. 27. 18. No. 28. 19. Мо, зо. 20. No. 37. 21. No. 168, 
22. No. 169. 23. No. 170. 14. Mo. 171. 24. No. 183. 26. No. 
Еу. 27. Mo, 216. 28, No. 233. 29. No. 238, зс. No. 155. 

31. No. уу. 32. No. 190. 33. Мо. зоа: 34. Mo. 319. әр No. 
$21. 

[1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps’, 217, Dé-8. 


539 
1, [>] 
«IMVe[ .S03AH] 
= 


+ ivB(uervovoc)s [, Ke |v[elrevtiven) Вор Y] 
(а) Stamp: (тод) * (53). Left arm 32 high, 8o long. 
Unknown: т. 


r. Once in Robert College, ? x? x 40. 
[т] Mango's notes (rubbing). 


KONCTAN(TINOY) 


$40 
1. =I 
сз 
+KOMECTLAIN 
м 
= 
+ Kaver[a}v(tiven) ive(uenidvoc)s У" 
(a) Stamp: тоо (75 + 40 2) x 8 (15 28 + 15). 
Date: годіто. See Part П, Ch. 5, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 229: 172. Level 692: 3. In mortar make-up 
berween 1118 and 1119*: 4. Wall west of slip road: 5-6. 
Unknown: 7. 
1. No. 218. 2. Мо. 228. 3. No, 245. 4. No. 1434 (mortar 
impression). 5. No. 31. 6. No. 135. 7. No. 220. 
Notes: 1-7. One brick measures 375 x? x 30-35. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 218, Dir, [з] Saraçhane archive negs. 
6.3916 (6), 10.3.0 (7). 


KWNCTANTINOY ПРЕСВҮТЕРОҮ 


B41 
і +КШГЧСТАЈЧ 
АТСАС( JOC 
IIPECBV"Z 
+ Keo[vetc}v(tivon) лекс. Joe rgecBo(xépou)c С" 
The zeta may be an indiction ar an accessory 
(а) Stamp: 155 x 73. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
1.2x« PR Gf. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


KO(N)CTANTINOY 


See KW NCTANTINOY, KU NICTANTINOY and 
KO(N)CTANTINOY, KONCTANTINOY, 
КОМСТАМТІМОУ or KÜ(N)CTANTINOY. 


EOG(N)CTANTI(N)OY 
CIRCULAR 


842 
ы OY 
КШХСТ 
ANATIG 
INPIB 
IC 
G(so убріс Eia(v)evxvel(v)av ім(бистиймос) aff 
(a) Stamp: 108 diameter. 
Date: 503/4 or g18/9 or $33/4. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. o, sect. мі, Ch. ле 
no. 7. HA 
Substructures south of Cemal Nadir Sokaga. Interior of 
substructure: 1-3. 
1-2. Loose. 3. Mortar impression. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures 185 x ? x со, 
[т] Wulzinger, ‘Substruktionshauten’, 381, fig. 8 no, 4. 
[2] Schneider, ‘Ztegelstempel’, 268 no. 92. 


843 
n BY 
KO XC[T] 
АМАТЦЕ! 
INPI[.] 
IC 
Єва убріс Коа) гта Гол] tv(Bueruivae) 1[ . T 
(a) Dare: early dth century. See Part I, Ch. 19 по. 7. 
Unknown. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. КВ 5471. 


K.. 


844 
т. IMXBAK.. 
імібіктібуос) Л" fal ) K . . 
(a) Stamp: 176 x 34. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Taur; 
(Beyazit), 1928. Great wall to the south of, and parallel ta, the 
drain, and to the right of the southern base: 1, 
I. 38$ X 336 X го, 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 





CATALOGUE 29) 
KI ЛЕ() 
845 861 
1. ТИЛАКІ t. INTBAA€ 
ivürueruivac) 6^ КГ iv(Suen@voc) y^ Ве!) Ағ) 


(a) Stamp: (86) x 38. 
Excavation of the manumenral arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928. Great wall to the south of, and parallel га, the 
drain, and te the right of the southern base: 1. 
1, 2 x? хдо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


846 
1, INOBAK[ 
ім(бактабуюс) U^ Ba( ) KI 
(a) Stamp: ? x28. 
"Unknown: 1-2. 
т.ЇАМ (СК) по. 85. 2. JAM (CK) по, Roa. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x? x 45. 
[1] Mango s notes. 


847 
1. +INIAK[ 
* Їм(дистибмос) ла” КГ 
(a) Stamp: (169) x 32. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1. 


1, (275) x (233) X55- 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps’, Алб. 


848 
і. INIBAR[ 
iv(&1eriüvoc) 1° Pal) КГ 
(a) Stamp: (98) x 3o. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6607 (cast). [2] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). Mango's notes (from cast). 


849 
1. INL IBAET 
iv(Guxpavoc) i Bed ) KT 
(а) Stamp: 134 хат. 
Sea Walls. Wall between Коса Mustafa Раса station (Samatya) 
and Маг Карі. 
[1] Mamboury"'s notes. 


852 
1. INVIBAK[ 
і(біктібуос) ài Вог у KT 
(а) Stamp: ? x20, 
Date: 43o/1 or 445/6 ar 4695/1. See Part TI, Ch, ті, sect, 3. 
Hexagon complex in Giilhane. Hexagon: т. 
1. 380 x? « go. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, 


(a) Stamp: 166 x 23. 

Date: 449/50. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 1c. 
St Jahn of Stoudias. Nave floor, north strip, repatr: 1. 
Paving of nave immediately south of the southern stylobate of 
the bema, repair: 2. 
1.370 X 378 X? 2.370 x 3760 € ? 
[1] Peschlow, Stiedioskircbe/(in preparation). [2] Bardill neg. 
56.2.243. 

82 

1. INSBAAE 

імібіктіуос) c^ Ва) Ae( ) 

(3) Stamp: 115 x 3o. 

Retaining wall and barrel vault berween the church of rhe 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia and the Basilica Cistern 
(Yerebatan Saray): 1. 

L 370 X 370 хо, 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Retaining wall and barrel vault between the church of the 
Theotakos in the Chalkoprateia and the Basilica Cistern 
(Yerebatan Saray1): 1. 

I. 360 х 360 x 40-50. 

[1] Kleiss, 'Grabungen', fig. 12. 
83 
г. [IJMIBAVE 

[{)v(Gueridivoc) (“Ва() Ae( ) 

(а) Stamp: (147) Х 3o. 

Kalenderhane Camii. Apse of North Church, їп sim: т. 
i. (355) x (250) х ус, 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', Aaa 
854 
1. SAYSTIN[I] 
(ӘУ(біктабуос) үс Bat ) Ле() 
(а) Stamp: (150) x 27. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAL (Ist) neg. 6608 (cast). [2] Maniboury's notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


ҺЕО() 


855 
i. «INECIAEO 
+ Їм(біктиймосу ev Aen ) 
(a) Stamp: 125 х1. 
Date: 416/17 ог 431/2. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.330 X 330 X bo. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 
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AEON( ) 


856 
т. INABAPACON 
іу(біктивуос) 8" Бар() Arow ) 
(a) Stamp: 185 x37. 
Tokludede Mescidi 1-5, 
1. [AM 95. 2. [AM 96. 3. [AM 97. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures 38a x 380 x 55. 
[r] Mango's nates (from squeeze). 





AEONTIOY 
CIRCULAR 


857 
1 [+ 
A€O 
NTIOY 


[+] sAcovtion 


(a) Land Walls. Yedikule ruins. 
[1] Meliopoulos, "T'apothesta', 251 section B' no, 1. 


2, + 
ACON 
TIOY 


+ Аєомтіою 


(a) Sea Walls, Harbour of Sophia, 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 85 по. у, [2] Leclercq, 
‘Estampilles’, сої. 545 по. ӯ, [3] Schneider, 'Ziegelstempel', 267 
по, 70. 


3. + 
ACOH 
TIOY 


+ Aenvriow 
(а) Stamp: 70-80 diameter. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38, Site 
Ba in utu: т, 
t. 360 X 360 х po, na. EG. 
[r] GP 1, pl. 14 no. 8o. 


868 
і. ӨҮ 
AE€OXN[T] 
П]А[8] 
INPI. .] 
ПС] 
©{ко}б арс] Агоу[тїсї] iv(&ueziówoc) [. .] 
(a) Stamp: тоё estimated diameter. 
Date 5027533 or 417-326 or 532—535. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 
ad, 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Soka. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


AEON[ 





859 
і. АЄОМІ 


Asof 
(а) Stamp: (55) x 17. 
Land Walls. Pentapyrgion, extension of Leo V. 
4 [Ч Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmawer, 190 no. 21. 
[2] DAI (Ist) neg. 6600 (cast). [3] Mamboury’s notes (from 
cast). [4] Mango's notes (from cast). 


AOC) 





No accessory 
Boo 
г. INABAAO 


iv(&uemávoc) 87 Ра) АЯ) 

(a) Stamp: 165 x 25. 
Near Fatih Camii in the area bounded by Nalbant Demir 
Sokağı, Büyük Karaman Caddesi, Aslanbane Sokağı and 
Camagirci Sokagr т. 
1.5320 322 х4. Museum. 
[1] Mamboury"'s notes. 


86r 
1. IMZBAPEAO 


ім(біктибуас) 5° Papel ) Ло) 


(a) Stamp: 145 x 5o. 
Church of Christ Philanthropos. Near tower то of Sea Walls 
(Tower of Theophilus"): 1: 
1.2x?x4c 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, fig. 60 no. 2. 
[2] Mango, “Brick Stamps’, 25 n. 74 (mentioned), 
(b) Stamp: 2х1. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: г. 
1.? X? x 4o. 
[:] Mamboury's nates. 


Вб 
1. INHBAAO 


iv(Gueridwoc) n Bat 1 Ao() 
(a) Stamp: :72 x 31. 
Unknown: 1. 
t. 375 X375 x то, edges framed with lines made by three fingers, 
mortar with large pieces of crushed brick adhering, ТАМ В. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
86; 
1. INATBAAQ 
ім(бгетібуос) бі” Bad ) Ло) 
(а) Stamp: 193 хӯ. 
Date: 43o0/1 or 445/6 or 460/1. See Part Й, Ch. 9, sect. ve, 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-12. 
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t. IAM r. БАНІ. з IAM 9. 4. IAM тз, 5. ЇАМ 37. 6. LAM 
уз. 7. IAM 6, 8.ЇАМ гуу. 9.ЇАМ тда. то. LAM 176. 
п. LAM 177. in LAM 178. 
Notes: 1-13. Two bricks measure 383 3376 x45, 376 8365 X45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Stamp: roo x 35. 
Date: 436/1 or 445/6 or 46o/ 1. See Part ПИ, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-5. 
1.ЇАМ 1, з. IAM а. у IAM тт, 4. 1AM 20, $. IAM пе, 
Notes: 1-5. One brick measures 386 x 365 x 45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


Accessory М 
See АОМ(), 


Accessory Ү 
See ACY ). 


ЛОГОЇ ) 


864 
u INAIBAAOTO 
іуібіктиймос) ал” Ba ) Aoro) 
(а) Scamp: 155 x12. 
Date: 412/13 or 432/58, See Part IT, Ch. ә, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.390 x 396 x 46. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 157 «22. 
Unknown: т. 
I. 395 € 395 x 40743, AM 248. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.13.35; 94. 14.1, 2, 4. 





ЛОМІ ) 
865 
1. |МОАУЯАМІ 
Iv(Sucetüwoc) а” 0) Aov[()] 
(a) Stamp: ? кзг. 
Palace. Area Ba. 
[1] Mamboury's notes 





866 
т. [IN]IABA AON 
[iv(&weruvoc]] ма" Ваҳ ) Лом() 
(a) Stamp: (152) x 35. 
Unknown: т. 
т. MSBK inv. 6196, goo x ува x ?. 
[т] MSBK neg. 6196a. [2] DAT (Ist) neg. 2351 (cast). 
[3] Mamboury’s notes (from cast). Га) Mango's notes (roni 
cast). 


867 
1, INATBAAON 

їм(биютийумос) бі” а ) Лам() 

(а) Stamp: (165) х 25, 
Unknown: 1. 
т: MSBK iny. 6210, (86) «(190) x ? 
[1] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 265 no. 15. [2] MSBK neg. 
62162. [3] DAI (Ist) neg. 2547 (сая). [4] Mamboury’s notes 
(from east). [5] Mango's notes (from cast). 

(b) Stamp: 198-209 x 34-26. 
Date: 4309/1 or 45/6 or 460/1. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. те, 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-5, 
1. [AM 44. з. TAM 135,385 x 58 x40. 3. IAM тз. 4. 1AM 
155. §- LAM 186, double stamp. 
[1] Mango's notes (from squeeze), [2] Mamboury’s notes. 

(c) Stamp: 199-204 * 35-26, 
Date: 432/1 or 445/6 ar 46o/ 1. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect, 1e. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi 1-5. 
1. [AM 34. 2. [AM $0. ҙ.ЛАМ rré, 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures здо x 336 x $0. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 

(d) Stamp: 196 x 25. 
Date: 430/1 or 445/6 ar 46o/ 1. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. те, 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-4. 
т. 1AM зз. з. IAM тат, 5. IAM 123.4. [AM 124, 5. IAM 128, 
Notes: 1-4. Two bricks measure 385 x ? x so, 370 X 490 хо. 
[1] Mamboury’s nates, 


868 
1. JBAPA ONE To 
] Bap( ) Лом) (іубіктізуос) ex^ o 
(a) Stamp: ? x 26. 
Great Palace, Área Ac: 1. 
ELETI 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


AONTINOY 





SINGLE-LINE 


ras ea BIATINOA[*] 
[+] Aavyivan . is. 
(a) Stamp: 205 x 32. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
t. [AM rac, ? 32 € 40. 
[1] Mango's notes (from squeeze). 


1. [.....JSMITNOA+ 
+ Лоууїмог [ksn] 


(а) Stamp: (тоғ) хуг. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1, 


198 CATALOGUE 


n [AM no. 118. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). [2] Mango's notes (irom 
squeeze). 
ізі 
u YIOMITAOA[ 
]Aevyfivo[u 
(а) Stamp: (161) x35. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.2x2x32-36, AM 416. 
[r] Bardill пер. 05.10.13, 142- 


MurrIPLE-LINE 


iza 
г. "ЛОМ 
ГІМОҮ 


+ Aovyivou 

(a) Stamp: 120 x65. 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Ріуєт Lon 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokağı, and Klod Farer Caddesi: 1. 


1.370 X 350 X £0. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


CIRCULAR 


873 
ы өт 
AQKNT 
INAO[Y] 
INPIB 
IC 
Ө(ко}% zape Aovyivo[u] tv(Buerievoc) 1B 
(a) Stamp: 114 diameter. 
Date: early 6th century. See Part IT, Ch. то по. 7. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (110) x (18c) x ст, purchased in Athens in 1901 by Kelsey, 
Kelsey Museum of Archaeology, University of Michigan 
accession по, 2450. 


[1] Bodel, Brickstamps, 69 no. 138 pl. 27 по, 138. 


AONTOY 


SINGLE-LINE 
874 " 
1. ПЦМ?ВАРЕЛОМГО 

| Ум(бистиймос) O° Papel ) Aóvyo(v) 


(а) Stamp: letters 25 mm. Migh. 
Nessebar: r. 


т. Burgas Archaeological Museum no. 1373, (270) x(240) хаб, 


stamped twice, 


[1] Besevliev, Inschriften, тод no. 154, pl. 58 no, r81. 


CIRCULAR 


875 
1. A 
INOA 
N 
ІЕІГІВ 
Абү[ү]отз ivB(uceubvoc) и” 
(а) Stamp: 116 diameter. 
Remains on Ismetiye Caddesi. South group: 1. 
1, 385 * 380 * fo, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


AOY() | 


876 
г. INITBAAOY 
ім(биктиймос) тү” Bar ) Ағ) 
(a) Stamp: 132a x 25. 
Date: 429/30 or 444/5 or 459/60. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 1с. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: т. 
1. LAM 23. 2, IAM ég. 3. IAM 175. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures 376 x 370 X 45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 18o хаб, 
Dare: 439/390 ог 444/5 or 459/60. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 16 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 
1. ÍAM 115, зво x 550 х yyin 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


877 
1. ІЧЄІФКЄВАЛОГУ) 


ім(биєтіймос) e+ (in leaf or heart) K(üpi)s Bat ) Лоро )] 
(a) Stamp: 145 x25. 
Date: 416/17 or 43 1/2. See art П, Ch. y, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1, 
1, 390375 % $6. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


2. ІМСІФКЕВАЛОҮ 

іу(бікттамос) ev + (in leaf or heart) К(фріҙе Во( ) Aow ) 

(a) Stamp: 145 x 24. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. Sec Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. й, 
1. 420 X 380/450 x 5 5, Found hobnailé of the sole of a shoe 
imprinted on the brick. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's nates. 





CATALOGUE 
АОҮК() 881 
i - _ 
1. 4AOY 
878 KAAI 
1. IMABAVOAK AKONc 
iv(Byertüvee) a Ba ) Люлі ) + Nonas биякбу(о)с 


(a) Stamp: 146 x 37. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.2 244-53, AM 374. 
[1] Вага пер. 95.8.5, 6. 


879 
1. ІМЫБАЛОҮК 
іУ(біктібуос) [h" feel ) Лок) 
(а) Stamp: 150 x 18. 
‚ Land Walls. Yedikule: 1. 
I. 380 x 38a x 6a. 
[t] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 145 x 18. 
Land Walls. Wall between towers 95 and оба: r. 
p. ?x? x40. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes, 


AOYKA AIAKONOY 


=] 
1, +AOY 
KAAI 
AKONS 
+ Айок Gvrkév(ov)s 


(a) Stamp: (88) x 83. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. 
Mamboury gives location as "АФ, large wall of mosaic corridor’: 
L 
1.2%? x40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze), [2] Baxter Papers, 
Miscellaneous, MS 36966A (phota). 

(b) Stamp: 98 x 8a. 
Balaban Aja Mescidi: 1. 
r. [AM 136, ? x ? хдо, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(c) Stamp; 101 x 81. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. [AM (CK) no. 64, fragment, 372 x2 м сб, 
[r] Mango's nores. 

(d) Date: &532/3. See Part IT, Ch. g, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of the west doors, demolished 
November 1873. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 88 no. 22. [2] Leclercq, 
"Estampilles', col. 146 no. Ес. [3] Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 
267 по, 71. 





(а) Hagia Eirene. Jn siu in west wall of nave, spandrel between 
central and southern arch of narthex passage. 
[1] Peschlow, Frenenkirche, 224, fig. 30 no. 2. 


AOYTIIK( ) 


Бӛз 
1. KITIVOA 


Лоцккі ) 

(a) Stamp: гор x14. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. TAM (CK) no. 55, 295 x 190 x 55. 
[1] Mango's nores. 





AY() 


883 
1, JeBAAY() 
1576 Вок) Л) 
(a) Stamp: (124) хаб, 
Balaban Aga Mescidi 1, 
1, ? хРхбо ТАМ эт. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 





A(O)Y AI( ) 
884 
і, INAIBAAYAI 
їм(біктиїмос) ör Ва() Моуолаг) 


(а) Theotokos in the Chalkaprateia. Court ro rhe east of the apse. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


A, 
884 
1, ІМІКҮУ. 


tv(Suertávoc) v Bal) Ae((] 
Ім(биктиймос) v Baf ) ЛОГІЇ 
(а) Stamp: (127) x 36. 
Date: 441/2 (or 426/7). See Part IL, Ch. 11, sect. 2. 





299 


300 CATALOGUE 


St Polyeuktos. Unknown: 1. 

t. No. 152, 380 x 2? x 47-3 - 

[1] Hill, "Brickstamps’, 208, Ато. [2] Sarachane archive neg. 
9.10.8, 


A 


886 
i INA. IABAA 
їмб/метийнос) , 1a Bot ) А) 
(a) Stamp: 137-139 x55 (left)-37 (right). 
Unknown: 1-3. 
1. 367 x 355 * 41-50, AM jor. 2,370 Кубу хо, AM 319. 
[1] Вага! negs. 95.2.292, poa (1); 95.3.252, 262 (2); 95.4. 5a, ба 
(1); 95.5.7, 8,9 (1). 


M() 


887 
1. HBPM 
Perhaps (імбіктіймее) n" (ар М) 
(a) Stamp: 8o x20, 
Sea Walls. Tower ісіп нїн: 1. 
1. 380 x 350 x 46. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
888 
і. +IN@BAPM 
+ Їм(бижтибмос) В" Вар} МГ) 
(а) Land Walls. 
[1] Dethier, "Мактікбу", 167 по. KB" BY pl. LA’ no. 22. 
[2] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmauer, 149 no. Ё. 


MA() 


МАГ) 


889 
і. INIBAMA 
iv(Bueniiwoc) 1“ fal ) Ма() 
(а) Stamp: 123 X 21. 
Fethiye Сап: 1-2. 
I. 370 X 370 x го, stamp placed diagonally, off-centre, border 
along 4 sides of brick: a. 360 x 360 x 45-50. 
[1) Mango's notes. [2] Dumbarton Oaks Photographic 
"Collection neg. Léz.43 (C. Mango) (1). 


Boc 
1. ПВАМА 
] Bat ) Mad ) 
(a) Stamp: (85) x22. 
Land Walls. Tower 82. 
[1] Meyer-Platk and Schneider, Landmaner, 149 no. 5.1. 
[2] DAI (Ist) neg. 6616 (cast). [3] Mamboury’s notes (fram 
east). [4] Mango's notes (from cast). 


МА()5 


Sor 
і. INAMAZ 
ім(биктибймос) а" Мо )s 
(a) Stamp: 170 x28. 
Retaining wall and barrel vault berween the church of the 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia and the Basilica Cistern 
(Yerebatan Sarayi): t. 
1. 360 X 360 хдо. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


2. ПАНА? 
ім(бактбумос) а" Mal )є 
(а) Stamp: 218 x 32. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
1.370 X? X 40. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
3. INAMAS 
ім(биєтиймос) «Мо )s 
(a) Ruins near Topalian Ham, in the area bounded by Носа Ham 
Sokağı, Каритеміаг Sokagi, and Kanrcioglu Sokaji. 
(1] Meliopoulos, "Topothesia', 231 no. 7. [2] Schneider, 
Byzanz, 96.27 no. 3. 
892 
т. INBM A2 
їм(биктиймос) D^ Ma )з 
(a) Stamp: 205 * 35. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, imn иги tn wall at the bottom: т, 
1. 385 & 2x 4a, light brick. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 152 x зо. 
Palace at Косійсулі, Upper floor. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
з. INBMAS 
імібіктійуас) [^ Mal )є 
(a) Ruins near Topalian Ham, in the area bounded by Hoca Ham 
болар, Kaputcular Sokağı, and Kaurcioglu Sokagi 
[1] Mehopoulds, "Topothesia', 331 no. &. [2] Schneider, 
Byzanz, 96.27 по. 4. 
з. JINBMA® 
У ім(биєтібмос) fi" Me у» 


CATALOGUE 


(а) Stamp: (135) x35. 
Unknown: т. 
1. (350) x(252) к 34-45, AM 391. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.9.3, 4. 


‚ ТҸЕМА = 


у(бістибумос) В“ Mal )s 
(a) Stamp: 210 X ус. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: 1. 


1, 372 X 370 X 35745. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, 


‚ АЯМА» 


iv(Buezuivoc) [V Ма! )s 
(a) Stamp: 21e x 36. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
, 1- 370 X 470 X 45, very raised sides. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


893 
1, ІЧГМАЮ 


м(біюсімосу Y Mat )s 
(а) Stamp: 292 x 1c. 


Theotokos in Chalkoprareia. Cistern destroyed in June 1916: t. 


1.375 X370 X $6. 
[r] Mamboury's nates. 
(b) Stamp: 196 x 29. 


Rhegium {Küçük Çekmece). Bath to the west of the Acropolis: 


T: 
1.72? X40. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 
(c) Stamp: zec 40, 
Great Palace. Area Ab: r. 
I, 370 X 360 x 40, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Stamp: 200 x 30. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: (many) 1. 
1.370 x 360 x50. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, 
(е) Stamp: 187-200 Х 30733. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: (numerous) 1-4. 
1.350 X? X40. 2. 390 x Fo x jo. 5 370 x 562 x $2. 4.330 X ?x 
49. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


. IMTM As 


ім(біктийуас) y Maj )s 

(а) Stamp: 190 x 30. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
1, убох ? идо, 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


‚ DLATM A^ 


iv(ductiavec) y Мої )s 


(a) Stamp: 181 x 31. 
Hagia Sophia. Floor of tunnel outside west window: 1. 
1, Brick possibly inserted in Turkish times. 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


894 
n JM Am 


Tr Mat }s 
(a) Stamp: (158) x? 


Rhegium (Küçük Cekmecé), Bath to the west of the Acropolis: 


і. 
і, Рх? 40, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


395 
i. ПҸНМАФ 
lv(Bucciwoc) n Mol )s 
(a) Stamp: 110 x ог, 
Dare: 424/5 or 439/40. Sec Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 16. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hümáayün: (numerous) 1. 
1. ? x? x40. 
[1] Mambaury's nates. 
з. IMHM Ac 
їм(биктийуос) тү” Mat )s 
(a) Stamp: r&a x зо. 
Date: 424/$ or 439/40. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Cisterns іп Gülhane, near Báb-: Hiimayiin, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
3. Sumilar to types І, 2. 
(а) Stamp: ? x 35. 
Date: 424/5 0r 439/40. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-: Humáyün. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


896 
1. ИӨМА% 


iv(Bikvuivoc) B" Mat % 

(a) Stamp: 18o x зо, 
Dare: 425/6 or 4460/1. See Part П, Ch. 5, вест. ге. 
Cisterns іп Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hiimáyün. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

i. INBM Ac 

ім(биктиймос) 8" Моц ђе 

(a) Stamp: 174 % 3o. 
Unknown: 1-3. 
1.18: x (368) x 46, AM 46. з. 38a x йо x 43-50, АМ rof, 
[т] Bardill пере. 94.3.3 (1); 94.8.32 (1). 








302 CATALOGUE 


з. ПИӨМАФ 
Ім(биістиймос) 8" Мо; ja 
{а} Stamp: 179 x 32. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. 365 X355 худі, АМ 452, 
[1] Вага negs. 55.14.2242, 234; 


897 
1. [INIMA 
ІЦу(біктіймас) t Mad )s 
(a) Stamp: 180 x 33. 
Barrel vaults found іп 1929 when laying drains in Agir Efendi 
Caddesi. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
з. INIMA 
ім(біктізуес) V Mad )s 
(а) Stamp: 174 x 25. 
Beirut, hypocaust of Late Roman baths, 
[1] Lauffray, "Béryte', 31—2 (fig. 1 presumably at : : 2). 
[2] Butcher and Thorpe, ‘Beirut’, 304. 


3. [TIMIM A 
((мМбіктібмес 1" Mad Js 


(a) Land Walls. Tekfur Sarayı. 
[т] Curtis, Broken Bits, 1, по. ёо, 


4. INIMAS 
iv(Suerdvoc) 1’ Mat )s 


(a) Stamp: 176 x 3o. 
Barrel vaults found in 1929 when laying drains in Agir Efendi 
Caddesi: 1. 
1. 370 X 340 хус. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


5. INIM Aw 
тмбіктіблгас) V Mal js 
(а) Stamp: 190 Х 30. 
Remains on İsmetiye Caddesi. North group: 1, 
1,370 x 360 x 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


898 
1. INIAM AG 


ім(біктізуас) та” Мо )5 


(a) Stamp: 202 x 36. 
Remains on Ismetiye Caddesi. North group: 1. 
г. бох 150 X45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 204 x ад, 
Unknown: 1. 
1, 370 x 350 X 40, LAM а, 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


Boy 
т, INIBM A 


iv(Bucnuwac) VM" Mad 7% 

(a) Stamp: 210 x 35. 
Unknown: 1. 
r. IAM (CK) no. 53, 380 8? 35. 
[1] Mango's nores, 

2. INIBM A^ 

iv(Oixzumac) il Маң % 

(a) Stamp: 16% «28. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
[27 4? 835. 
[т] Mango’s notes, 

(b) Stamp: 205 x 30. 
Remains on Ismetiye Caddesi. North group: 1. 


1.375 X360 X45. 
[1] Mamboury'"s notes. 


3. MEMAw 

ім(бікайувс 15^ Мої )є 

(а) Stamp: 184 «a6. aa 
Dare: 413/14. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. та. 
Theodosian Hagia Sophia, Back wall of Schneider's 
propylaeum: 1. 
1.390 X 380 X 45. 
[2] Schneider, "Sophienkirche', £4 по, т. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 26$ по, 14. [3] Schneider, Westhof, 6 na. 3. 
[4] Mamboury"s notes. 


4. ІМІВМАМ 
ім(биктиймос) В Mal js 


(a) Stamp: 180 x 3o. 
Great Palace, Area Ac: 1. 
t. 380 x 170 fo. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


дос 
т, TIN ATMA 
iv(buerubvoc) дл“ Mat )s 
(а) Stamp: ес x 42, 
Walls west of Ticarethane бо Кар, and cast of Tath su tle Aci 
Hamam: 1. 
1. ? X? хао, 
[r] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 202 «32. 
Walls west of Ticarethane болары and east of Tath su tle Aci 
Натат, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(c) Date: 415/16 or 41a/1. See Part IT, Ch. о, sect. т. 
Palace of Antiochus: т. 
1. In siti in the wall of the circular room to the south of the apse 
containing the synthronon. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 





CATALOGUE 303 
2. INAIM А 993 
ім(біктізуде) ӧл" Mal їз i. JIMA? 
(a) Stamp: t75 x32. И Мої )з 
Cistern near the Theotokos in the Chalkaprareia, destroyed in (а) Stamp: ? x 27. 
June 1916. Fallen vault im situ: 1. Great Palace, Area АБ: т, 
1. 38/0 x 380 X $4, 1,2? x?x35. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [1] Mamboury"s nates. 
з. IMAIMAS go4 
iv(8ucruwoc) ба Ma )є 1, ИМА: 
(а) Stamp: 210 x42, Jv Moy 75 


Great Palace. Area Ac: r 


1.470 8379 X45. 

[1] Mamboury'"s notes, 
poi . 
1, [TIREIM А 


ШУм(биктибмос) e Мо )s 

(а) Stamp: (156) x 31. 
Myrelaion debris. 
[1] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Cami’, 173, fig. тє по. 16. [a] Talbor 
Rice archive (rubbing), 


2. INCIMA?2 
iv(Guctiavoc) ev Mail )є 


(a) Stamp: 118 x11. 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia. North wall of the church, 
partially destroyed іп June г916: а. 
1.2 KP FG: 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
(B) Stamp: 175 x35. 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia. Cistern destroyed in June 
1916: 1. 
1390 кузов ху. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 
Stamp: 185 x 55. 
Theotokos in the Challtoprateia. Cistern destroyed in June 
I916: I. 
1,390 * 350 X 45. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


з. INEIMA™ 
Їм(биєтиймос) ға” Мої js 


(а) Kalenderhane Сати. 
[1] Peschlow, '"Brickstamps', Aza b. 


(с 


— 


goz 
1, . JBM A2 
ІР: Ма )s 
(a) Stamp: ? x 32. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: 1. 
T. 2 Xf xn 
[1] Mamboury"s nates. 


(a) Stamp: (133) x30. 
Kalenderhane Camii South wall, west window: г. 
1. (260) x (185) х 39. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, A23 a. 
905 
і. JMA 
Maf Js 
(a) Stamp: (75) х 32. 
Unknowrt 1. 
т. Once in Robert College, ? x ? x 40. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


доб 
1. [M Aes 
]Mo()s 
(а) Stamp: (112) хб. 
Rhegium (Küçük Çekmece). Bath to the west af the Acropolis: 
1. 
т: 358 x 360 x 35. 
[1j Mamboury's notes. 


MAINOY 
MurrtiPLE-LINE 


9c7 

т. МА 
ГМОҮ 
* Maryvou 


(a) Stamp: 108 x 69. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Near foundation of mihrab: 1, 
t. 368 x 360 X 36, 
[t] Peschlow, “Brickstamps’, B29, 

м +МА 

YOu 

я Méyvou 

(а) Stamp: год X 96, 
Great Palace. Área Ac: t, 


T. 2X4? K 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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3. АМ+ i Өү 
ГМОҮ МАТ T 
| INAIB 
*Mé&yvou р 
(a) Stamp: 9o x 4B. ІС 
Unknown: 1. жұ” T | - 
г. (345) x(338) x35, AM 110(old no. 119), EX eoo ріс Маууоо ім(бистіймос) VB 
| 1] Bardill neg. 94.8.30, (a) Date: carly 6th century. Sec Part II, Ch. ro no. 7. 
(b) Stamp: ? хо, Hebdomon (Bakirkóy). 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. [115orlin-Donigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 92 no. 44. [2] Schneider, 
1,? x?x30. "Ziegelstempel", 268 no. 93. 
ІП Mamboury's nates. бу 
(c) Near Erenköy- | TT > МОДА 
[1] Meliopoulos, Investigations, 9. [2] Feissel, Inscriptions Г 
419 по. 4. Me i 
4. AM ІС 
YOUT Єкео)б [lépe Маууоо ім(біиєтиймос) t." 
+ Mayou (a) Stamp: 114-116 diameter. 
(a) Stamp: 105 x47. Date: early 6th century, See Part IL, Ch. то no. 7. 
Great Palace. Arca Ab: t. Unknown: 1. 
т. 350 X 356 X 40. 1. (176) x (272) x 40-756, AM 422. 
[1] Mamboury’s nates. [1] Bardill negs. 95.10.26a, 27. T 
5 TNOY 
+МА 
+ Miou 
(a) Several variants. e 
Stamp: approximately тод x ус. decas Б МАГМ OY ПРЕСВҮТЕР ОҮ 
Date: possibly shortly after the middle of the 6th century. See | | 
Part Il, Ch. 11, sect. її, | WITH INDICTION 
Kalenderhane Camii Apse of North Church /2: 1-3. Apse of 909 
North Church, m site: 4. Unknown: 9-6. т. ПРЄСВ? 
г.ҙбох(283) X37. 2. 3бох32 x35, one break, 3.365 Х(а75)х МАГМ? 
34, one break. 4.365 5348 539. 5-(пс3) х(97) 37. 6. (216) x INA. ] 
210) X37. ң Жам PS. : 
[1] Peschlow, "Briekstamps", B28 (illustration compiled from Maryv(ou)s zpecf(utépov)s ivB(wnávoc)s [. ] 
several variants). (a) Stamp: (115) x57. 
(b) Unknown. Unknown: 1. 


[1] Meliopoulos, "Nikétiaton’, 285. 


CIRCULAR 


доб 
1, ет 
MATXNG 
TNA 
Р 
ІС 
Eca үдіріс Myvov іу(біктіӛуос) 1р 
(а) Stamp: 110 diameter. 
Date: уоз/д от 518/19 or j33/4. See Parc II, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokage 1, 
1? X?X15 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1,? x? хат, once in Robert College, AM 214 (old no. 333). 
[т] Mango's notes. [2] Bardill negs. 94.6.142, 152. 

(b) Stamp: 128 хоо, 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
I.? X?*50. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Kaiserpalaste, 16 (mentioned). 


өте 
т. ПРЄСВе 
MATMY 
INAe[.] 
Méryi(o)u xpecfi(uctpou)s іуіктймесі [ . T 
(a) Stamp: 128 х 85. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: 1. 
j, ? X? X40. 
[1] Mamboury s notes. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Kaiserpalaste, y6 (mentioned). 
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911 

1. ПРЕСЕЅ 
МАГМе 
IN ләй 


Méryv(ow)s xpecfi(utépou)s іуб(іктійгесін ВУ 


(а) Hebdomon (Bakirköy). 
[1] Sorlin-Dongny, ‘Inscriptions’, 89 no. 3a. 


912 
т. [TIPJ& C B2 
ІМА)ГМ?е 
ПМ]Р?Г 
[Mé}v(ou)s [xplecB(utepow)s ПУТБактиауас)в У" 
(а) Stamp: ? x 75. 
Great Palace. Arca Ba: т. 
| T, 2x 2 x40. 


[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


913 

1. ІПІРЕСВ2 
MAT[NO] 
YA[...] 


[x]pecB(uxépov)s Мемо} af... 1 


(a) Stamp: (122) хо, 
Unknown: 1. 
L Once in Robert College, ? x ? хао, 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). 


914 - 
t, [+]МА[Г 
IIPECB[ 
[IN]JA +- 


[+] Máfrvov] pechi[utépo (м1б . . 


(a) Stamp: (95) x (70). 
Unknown: 1. 
1. Once in Robert College, fragment, ? x ? x до. 
[1] Mango's nores (rubbing). 


WITHOUT ІКВІСТІОМ 
MAT(NOY) TIPEL(CBYTEPOY)S 


915 
і. “МАГ 
IIPES 
+ Мау(мол) xpe(cBurépou)s 
(a) 5t Euphemia іп Hebdomon (Bakirköy) (location according to 
Sorlin-Dorigny, but no such church is known). 
(1) Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 88 no. 27. 


MAT'N(OY)S IIPEC(BYTEPOY)S 


916 
і. +MATNe 
ПРЕСВе 
+ Mayv(ow)s прес (отєрою)є 
(а) Stamp: тоо x о, 
Küçükyalı. Upper floor: 1. 
1,? <?хдо, 
(1) Mamboury, "Мага", 328. [т] Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 419 no. 
39.1. 


917 
1, %МАГМ(2) 
HPCGCB[?] 
+ Moryv[(ou)s] xpecfi[(wtépov)s] 
(а) Stamp: (84) x со. 
Land walls, In the casemate to the south of Topkapi 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, т £6, no. 22.1. 
[1] DAT (Ist) neg. 6597 (cast). [3] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [4] Mango's notes (from cast). 


MAIN(OY)c IIPE(C)B(YTEPOY)S 


918 
1. +MATN 
TIPE BS 


+ Mév(ov)e npe(c)B(vrépou)s 
(a) Stamp: фо x 60. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: т. 
T, 37a X360 X45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Katserpalaste, 36 (mentioned). 
(b) Stamp: фо x 6a, 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
і,РхРХ КО. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Kaiserpalaste, 16 (mentioned). 
(с) Stamp: 90 x 65. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, surroundings: 1. 
1.570 360 X43 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mamboüry and Wiegand, 
Katserpalaste, 36 (mentioned). 


МАГМОҮ TIPE(C)SB(YTEPOY)S 


919 
г. [‹:..]МАГ 
[NJOYTIPSBS 
[..: .] Mey [v Jou Прес) В (отёроџ)ѕ 
(а) Stamp: 115 хб, 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-3. | 
1, TAM 26, з. LAM 56. 3. TAM тоз. 
Notes: т-у, One brick measures 330 x ? x $6. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 
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МАГМОҮ TIPE(C)BY(TEPOY)S 
920 


1. +МАГМОҮ 

DIPEBYw 

+ Méryvou Пре(с)Во( тероо)з 

(a) Stamp: (135) хі, 
Unknown: 1-4. 
r.?x?x4o, АМ 197. 2. (240) x (1335) X 45, AM 369. 3. ? X ? x 
27-34, AM 392. 4. ? x? x 30-39, AM 443. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.11.332 (1)585.7-31 (2); 99.9.5, бу); 9-13-31, 
32 (4). 

(b) Hagia Eirene. Jn situ in putlog hole in north wall of narthex. 
[г] Peschlow, Jrexenkirche, 124, hig. то no. 1. 


MATNOY IIPECB(YTEPOY)S 


921 
1, +МАГМӘ 
ПРЕСВ? 
+ Méyvou прес(отёрох)а 
(а) Stamp: 120 x 54. 
Date: 535-45. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Debris from the collapsed barrel vault in the 
substrucrures of the west wing of the Justinianic atrium: 1. 
1.370 X? X єс. 
[1] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 267 no. 74. [2] Schneider, 
Westhof 26 no. 7. [3] Мапро'з notes (from mbbing), 
(b) Stamp: тус x 56. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, [AM (CK) no. 39, 380 3370. X 55. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


МАГМОҮ ПРЕСВҮ(ТЕРОҮ)5 


922 
т. +МАГМОҮ 
ПРЕӨСЕҮс 
+ Méyvov трес(терам)с 
(а) Stamp: 125 «45. 
Great Palace, Behind Area Ac, outside the excavations: 1. 
1.2 X? € yo. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Kaiserpalaste, 36 (mentioned), 


913 
і +МАГМОТ 
ПРЄСВУ . 


+ Mecyvow mpeciu( tipon) 
Possibly a variant of 922.1. 


(a) Hagia Eirene. Found in the process of opening a tunnel from 
the central nave of Hagia Eirenc. 
[1] Ramazanoglu, Saimte-fréme, fig. 5. [2] Mamboury, 
*Mouvelle lecture", 125. 


MAKAPHOY 
Sce МАКАРІОУ, MAKAPHOY, 


MAKAPIOY, MAKAPHOY 


—— e 


SINGLE-LINE 


924 
1, -МАКАРІ 
+ Макарій) 
(a) Stamp: (151) & 27. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 193 5753: (two) 
i. 
і. 7 xP x35, 10,77. 
[1] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 38, negs. 266 


(1), зоб. 
- ее" 


MurriPLE-LINE 


925 —— 
1. МАКА 
PHOV 
Махартовф 
(a) Pendik. Tombs. 
[т] Meliopoulos, '"Panteichion', 455 no. 1. |311. Кайс, 109.5. 
[3] Feissel, "Inscriptions", 425 (mentioned). 
(b) Stamp: 8o x со. 
Walls of Nessebar. Pavement no. 5 of tower по. 2: 1-2. 
1. ура х 345 х0, surface of brick has yellowish tint. 2. 350 x 345 
x ?, surface of brick has yellowish tint. 
[1] Ognenova-Marinova, ‘Briques’, 111 nos, 7, 8, 110, ig. 98, 


111, hg. 09. 
CIRCULAR 
926 
Lo М+А 

КАРІ 
збо 
INI€ 


к Мансарт te(Oucrubvoc) w ++ 
For a fragment in sumilar style, see 1696, 
(a) Stamp: той diameter, 
In the area of the excavations undertaken in г946-4у between 
Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia: 1. 
I. 386 x 470 « 45, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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927 
ы OY 
МХАК 
APAIOV 
ГҮРІГ 
ІС 
Ого) gape Maxapiov ім(биктиймос) vy" 
(а) Date: early 6th century. See Part II, Ch. 1a no. 7. 
Haydarpaşa, near Selimye barracks. 
[т] Meliopaulos, "Anekdotoi', 73. (2) Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 268 no. 94. [3] Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 408 no. 3. 
[4] SEG 37 (1987) no. 1026. 
928 
© OY 
MAXK 
APAT 
INPIA 
I[C] 
Ө(єо)бз заре] Макаріот {ү(буктийүос) 107 
(a) Stamp: 110-114 diameter. 
Date; early 6th century. See Part П, Ch. ro no. 7. 
Kariye Camii, Loose: n 
1. (244) x (218) x 34, AM goa (old по. тоту), 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Bardill negs. 95.9.22, 25. 


MAKEA( ) 


MAK(E)A() 

929 

1. ӨЛЯАМ 
Махіє)бі ) 8 


(a) Date: after 532. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ас. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building т ог 2. 
[1] Gray, “Brickstamps', yy no. 36. 





MAKEA()S 


930 
1. МАКЄУ 
е 


Maxró( js 

(a) Stamp: 145 x 35, Letters 25 mm. high. 
Silivri т. 
1. 355 X 345 X 35, stamp in lower left corner, 
[1] Seure, 'Antiquités", 573, fig. 17 по. 2. 


MAKEA( Jor МАКЕЛОЇ) 


931 
т. MAKE VO 


Макебі ) n 
Мохебо( ) 


(a) Dare: after руз. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect, 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, “Brickstamps’, үү по. 35. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 267 no. 72. 


MAMA 





WITH INDICTION 


932 
і МАМА 
INASIA 


Маша імбіуктіббуос)к мо" 


(а) Date: 532/3. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia, Ruins in front of west doors, demolished 
November 1873. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ' Letter", rye no. 2. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


933 
1. «МА 
MA 
+ Маша 
(а) Stamp: 78 x 87. 
Hagia Eirene. Southern side of atrium: 1. 
1. 355 €* 555 X43. 


[1] George, 5t. Emere, pl. 16 no. 15. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 267 no. 73. 


934 
і. «МА 
МА» 
+ Мара + 
(a) Stamp: 88 x 75. 
Date: 533-35. See Part L, Ch. 9, sect, 2b, 
Нара Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court, large 
surrounding wall of Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). 
(b) Stamp: с x 75. 
Beneath Sogukcegme болар: 1. 
1.355355 хау. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
(c) Stamp: 9o x 76, 
Unknown: 1. 
1, (253) х(221) 8 34-41, AM 149, 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.10.52. 


2. -МА 


МА» 
+ Maye + 





EEE e—— 
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(а) Stamp: 9o x 7a. 
Beneath Sogukcegme Sokağı: т. 
1-355 * 335 543- 
(1) Mamboury's notes. 


MAP( ) 


SINGLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION 
Layout: abbreviation IN omitted 
935 
г. IMAT 
ч Марі) 
(а) Stamp: 105 x 50-32. 
Date: late 4th century? See Part IT, Ch, 1o no. 4. 
Unknown: 1-4. 
1.310 X 295 X 39, AM 38 (old nos. 634 and 548). 2. 305 x(183) x 
42, AM 64. 3. 392 (272) x 39, АМ 429. 
[1] Bardill negs. 24.2.26, 27 (1); 94.4.11, 12 (1); 05.11.42, са (3). 


Layout: abbreviation IN included 
936 
і. INBBAMAP 
iv(Oucrunvoc) B^ Во) Mapi) 
(a) Stamp: 160 x 35. 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia. North wall of the church, 
beside Zeynep Sultan Sokağı т. 
I. 370 X ? Eyo 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


937 
1, INASBAPMAP 
ivo(uctunvoc) с” Вор) Mep ) 
(a) Stamp: 189 x 31. 
Unknown: 1, 
1. 496 X 490 х {о—{1, marked with three fingers, AM 290. 
[т] Bardill negs. 95.2.52, ба. 


938 
t. INHBAWADb 
їм(бистиймос) n" Ba( ) Марі) 
(а) Stamp: 157 x22. 
Date: 439/40 (or 424/5). See Part I1, Ch. t1, sect. 2. 
St Polyeuktos. Unknown: т, 
1. No. 140, 370 X ? X го-бо. 
[т] Hill, *Brickstamps', 20%, Алу. [2] Sarachane archive neg. 
9-9. 


939 
1. INBIBAMAP 


імітує) [i fel) Мер() 
(а) Stamp: 18o x 37. 
Date: 428/9 or 4453/4 ог 4458/9. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 1e. 


Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of drains in the Forum 
of Constantine: (опе), Drains opposite the fountain of Auk Ali 


Раа Camii: (опе). 

1. 380 x 370 jo. 

[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
942 
1, DALIMVb 


ім(біктібуос) у Map| ) 

(a) Stamp: 146 X зо, 
Unknown: т. 
1. (310) x (351) x 38-43, AM 4г2- 
[1] Bardill negs. 35.16.62, та. 


941 
1. INAIBAMAP 
ім(биютиймос) би" Во) Марі ) 
(a) Stamp: (185) x 38, 
Date: 430/1 or 444/6 or 4бо/т. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. te. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-11. 
1. LAM уу. 2, [AM ҙә. 3. LAM (7. 4. IAM вт. gp LAM 77. 
6, IAM 85. 7. TAM 88, 8. LAM 117. 9. TAM тає, то. LAM 149. 
тт. LAM réz. 
Notes: 1-11. Three bricks measure здо x 370 x jo, 380 x уба х 


45 375 * 359 хо. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


942 
1. INGIBAMAP 


ім(біктибмос) ev Ва ) Морі ) 
(a) Stamp: 175 xay. 
Пате: 431/2 ог 446/7 or 461/2, See Part П, Ch, 9, secr. 1c. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-2. 
1. IAM 3, 2, ÍAM 17. 
Mores 1-2. One brick measures 380 x 480 x со. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


943 
1. В]А МАЧ 
Шо Мақ) - 


(a) Stamp: (77) х 17. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) пер. 6608 (cast). [2] Mamboury's nores (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


n rl 


CATALOGUE 309 

CRUCIFORM TRIANGULAR 
944 947 
ї. да 

ж Ep + 

yg DNA 
Е ІМАР 
= 


ІМ(біктібуас) ал” Ba( ) Map ) with monogram no. 7 
(a) Stamp: 165 (? + 31 — Р) x 125 (7 26 + 2). 
Date: c.450-75? See Part IT, Ch. 15 no. 6, 
Beyazit, university excavations, loose in the earth inside а 
tomb, close to a cistern: 1. 
1,385375 X 45-48, АМ оу. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Вагай negs. 34.5.25, 30. 


MAPINOY 





945 
ы +MA+ 
PINOY 
+ Марімоо + 
(а) Hebdomon (Bakarkéy), 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 92 no. 47. 
(b) Stamp: roo x 65. 


Cistern near Kariye Camii 1. 
1,2 x? X45. 


[т] Mango's nores. 


MAPKOY 





MULTIPLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION 


946 
і. INAI 
Келі 
W?KOV 
Іубік(тібуос)з бі” Марко 
(а) Stamp: 88 x78, 
Date: $20/1. See l'art I1, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Collapsed staircase vault: 1—3. 
1. No. бо. 2, No. 991. 3. No. 993. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures 570 x ? x 33-36. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps", 214, B28. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.11.33 (1). 
(b) Stamp: (70) x 79. 
Unknown: 1, 
1. (230) x (180) x 37, AM 498, 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.9.15, 16 


з їм(біктибмос) ev Мӣркор + 


(a) Stamp: 120 (base) х so (vertical height), Left-hand side 15$ long. 
Right-hand side 110 long. 
Unknown: 1-3. . 
1:345 х(246) x46, AM 74. 2. (230) x (228) x 49, AM 75. 
3 (312) x(263) x 38, AM 76. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.4-34, 3$, 36 (1): 94.5.2, 2 (2), 3 (з). 


MAPTYPIOY 





MurTIPLE-LiNE 


948 
т. MAPTY 


«TASBII[ 


Марто(ріот) + t(v)é(ucriavoc)s В/ ті 
The рі із perhaps ал accessory. 
(а) Land Walls. 


[1] Gottwald, *Ziegelstempel', 485 no. з. [2] Meyer-Plath and 
Schneider, Landmauer, 150 по. 23. 


CIRCULAR | 


949 


І. 


МАХРТ 
YPAIOY 
INPIB 

ІС 


Geot үдіріс Марторіюм ім(біктійуас) ФУ 
(а) Stamp: 115 diameter. 
Dare: early 6th century. See Part IT, Ch. ra no. 7. 
Unknown. 
[1] Laurent, ‘Inscriptions’, 229, fig, з, a30 no. т, [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 269 no. 95. [3] Talbot Rice archive photo. 


BY 
MAXPT 
YPAIOY 
ІМРІВ 
ІС 


ӨҚсоу) zape Мартиріою ім(біктійуос) Bj 
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(a) Stamp: 110 diamerer. 


Date: 5203/4 or $18/9 ог 4533/4. See Part П, Ch. ә, sect, ad, Ch. то 


no. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokak: 1. 
1.? X? X45. 

[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


о 
ы ӘТ 
MAXP[T] 
YPA[IOY] 
INP{. „1 
ІС 
Oleo) pic Map[z]up[too] iv[(Bueriwoc). 
(a) Stamp: 12 у diameter. 
Date: 502-33 ог 517-22 or 5752-55. See l'art ЇЇ, Ch. 9, вест. ad, 
Ch. ra no. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir болар, Window 
of the substructures: 1. Piers in Cemal Nadir бойлары 2. 
1-2. One brick measures ? x? x 45. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
951 
1, OLY) 
MA[XPT] 
YP[AIOY] 
IN[P . .] 
[IC] 
Ө(го)[9 уйре] Ma[pr ]op[iov] ivf. .] 
(a) Dare: early éth century. See Part IT, Ch. топо. 7. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 


1.2? x? x $5 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


CRUCIFORM 
952 
E- 
i 
HINAZTYPI 
= 
> 
+ іубііктиуос) 18 Mavropi(ov) 


(a) Stamp: 120 (= ? 4 32 +?) та (=?+ 30 P) | 
Date: 503/4 or 518/19 or 533/4. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 
Remains on Ismetiye Сайден. North group. 


[r] Mamboury’s notes. 
953 
1 1.1 
пудежтуро 
a 


Миб(хетибмос)в v . I Мартор()о() 


(a) Stamp: 112 (242 + 32+ 38) x (66) (= 20 јс тб) 
Unknown: 1. 
і. 390% 380 x 45, IAM 12. 
[т] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


МАҮР() 


954 
1. INLIMAVP 


іміБіктізуес) [v] бі Малзр() 
Inverted gamma altered to delta by the addition of a diagonal 
stroke. 
(а) Stamp: 125 X 15. 
Date: 414/16 ог 430/1. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 


1.355 X330 К fo. 

[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). [1] Mango's notes. 
Unknown: 1-2. 

т. (335) (310) x 44747, AM 140. 2. About 355 X 35$ x64, 
stamped twice, Masonry Craft Museum, Annapolis, Maryland, 
оп loan from the General Shale Products Corporation, 
Museum of Ancient Brick, 

[1] Bardill neg. 94.7.14 (1). 


MAYPIKIOY 
See MAYPIKYOY. 


MAYPIKYOY 

955 

1. MAABIRAOY+ 
Марко + 


(а) Stamp: (175) x 36. 
Kalenderhane Сати. Diakonikon, window arch: 1. 
г. (352) x (223) x 36, broken. 
(1] Peschlow, '"Brickstamps", А 59. 


MAYPIT( ) 


CIRCULAR 


956 
1. MAYPIT - IN AL around Ж 


Мост ): Їмби(ютиймос) around Ж 
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(а) Date: after 475. See Part П, Ch. го по, 12. 
Unknown 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, Inscriptions’, Ед по, 3. [2] Leclereg, 
"Estampilles', col. $44 no. з. [3] Mamboury, 'Chrisme', 456 
na. 7. 


MAZIMOY 





957 
1. *MA[Z] 


IMOY 
жМаГ шот 
(a) Stamp: 92 хо. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. A little higher up Divan Yolu 
than Şeftali Sokağı: 1. 
1.353 X 340 X 35. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1. +МА® 
MY 


+ Мабіроз 

(a) Several variants. 
Stamp: approximately 83 x72. 
Kalenderhane Camii, Unknown: (four) 1-4. Apse of North 
Church: $, 
1, (265) x (210) x 38. 2. (270) x (110) х уу. 5. (235) x (225) хао. 
4- (140) x(135) х? (335) x (213) езі, 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, By (illustration compiled from 
several varranis), 


з. "МА 


ŠIM 

Фу» 

"Моб роо + 

(a) Stamp: 88 x 79. 
Unknown: 1-7. 


г. 365 x 358 x 45745, AM 168. 2: (282) x(235) X 37-42, АМ 186. 


3345 (325) X45755, AM 283. 4. AM 284. s. (256) x (175) x 
30749, AM 307. 6. убу x 365 X 38, AM 350, 7. (285) x 215 x 
31-40, AM 371. 

[т] Bardill пере. 94.106.222, 23a (1); g4.11.26a (2); 95.1.12, 13 (5); 
95-342; 94.4. 192, зоа (5); 957.33 (7); 95.6.30 (6), 

In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 berween 
Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia: 1, 

I. 372 x 340 x 45, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 

[т] Mamboury’s notes. [1] Mamegris, ‘Hagia Sophia’, 280, 

[3] Schneider, "Review", 231. 


MA[ 


МА ) or MA()S 
958 
т. [IJINBMA[ 
ГОм(бистиймос) Bi Mal 
(а) Stamp: ? x35. 

Saray Burnu, 

[1] Mamboury's nates. 





919 
t. ]МА[ 
ІМа 
(a) Date: 413-15. See Part Il, Ch. 9, sect. га. 
Theodosian Hagia Sophia. Back wall of Schneider's 
propylacum, 
[1] Schneider, Westhof, 6 no. 3. 


МА(), MA( )5, MAP( ), МАҮГ() 


góc 
т. IMEMA[ 
Їм(бостиймос) є" Мої 
(а) Stamp: ? x 28, 
Sea Walls. Near the monumental staircase, area Fh: 1. 
1.2 x? хо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


JÄI 
1. INIAMA[ 
iv(Buccubvoc) ш” Mal 
(a) Stamp: Approx. (16a) x 36. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
Вт, building north-east of church, pier z, in situ: т. 
1. no. 8,5. 
[1] GP I, pl. гапо. Ву, 


962 
т, INAIMA[ 
ім(биктіймос) 9 Mal 


(a) Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia. Court to the east of the apse. 
[1] Mamboury"s nores. 


963 
і. BJAMV[ 
Plet) Ma[ 
(a) Sramp: (61) x 3o. 
Cistern with r2 columns to the west of St George in the 
Mangana: 1. 
1. 2X? 45. 
[т] Mamboury"s notes. 
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MAL 





964 
i +MAL. З 
INE. 1 


4 Ma[. .]. wl. .] 


(a) Stamp: (53) x ($1). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-1821. 
1, Рх РХ35, ПО. 14. 
[1] GPI, рі. 14 no. та. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 191, [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2]. 


METAAHC EKKAHCIAC 


WITH INDICTIONS 


965 

1. «МЕГ? 
CKRA2 
INA?2IA 


+ Mey(iAnc)s "ExkA(nctac)s tvó(uendivoc)s ix 


(a) Sramp: тот x 86. 
Unknown: г. 
г. (319) x(250) x 45, AM 82 (old no. 45). 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.5.12, 13. 

(b) Stamp: 122 x 88. 
Date: c 532/3. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. zb. 
Hagia Sophia. Їп site in wall with exedras, Caferiye Soka т. 
1,350 x 350 x yo (a5 in centre), white-red mortar of crushed 
brick and sand adhering. 
[1] Schneider, Westhof, 36 n. 1. [2] Mamboury, "Nouvelle 
lecture’, 122. [3] Mango, ‘Brick Stamps’, 26. [4] Mamboury's 
nores. 


wITHOUTINDIGTIONH 
MET(AAHC)S EKKA(HCIAC)C 


бб 
т. METS 
ЕККАс 


Mey(&Xnc)s "ExkA(ncinc)c 


(a) Stamp: 152 x 6o. 
Date: 533-35. See Part П, Ch. 9, вест. zb. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: 1. 
1, PRO R45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(h) Stamp: 140 x 7o. 


Great Palace. Lower piers of area Ac (mingled with 971.1a): т. 


r, 370 X 370 X үү, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


МЕГ(ААИС)& EKKA(HCLIAC)S 


967 
1, METS 


ERRAS 
Мелс) "Еж тела) 


(a) Stamp: roo x 67, 
Hagia Sophia, 
[1] Mango's notes (from rubbing). 
(b) Possibly same as с. 
Stamp: тоз x (7c), 
Unknown: 1. 
1.350 «370 X 43-49, АМ 299. 
[т] Bardill negs. 95.2.25, 262; 95.4.29a. 
(c) Possibly same as b. 
Stamp: тоз x 68. 
Hagia Sophia, Remains of the wall behind the ticketoffice, 
south-west of the baptistery: 1. 
1. 370 X 350 бо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Stamp: тод x 75. 
Walls found in Alemdar Caddest during laying of drains. Тор 
of the strect, next to the fountain at the junction with Cafertye 
Sokağı (several) т. ыр" 
I. }бе € бо x 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(e) Stamp: 108 «63. 
Нара Eirene, Southern side of atram: г, 
I. 360 X 160 X po. 
[1] George, S. Eirene, pl. 16 ло, 1. 
(F) Stamp: 109 x é1, 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (290) 4 (270) x 40-43, two stamps overstruck, AM 389. 
[1] Bardil! negs. 95.8.33, 34, 35,37» 38. 
(р) Stamp: той x 64. 
Date: 533-34. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: 1. 
1.2 x? xóa. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(НУ Stamp: 108 x 45. 
Unknewn: 1-7. 
1.ЇАМ (СК) r9, 580 x 360 х 5). 2 [AM (CK) 45, 359 x ох 
ғо. 3. JAM (CK). 4. LAM (CK). $. ТАМ (CK). 6. JAM (CK). 
7.1АМ (СК). 
Notes: 3-7. One brick measures 380 x 365 x 60, 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(і) Stamp: (81) x 65. 
Нара Sophia. North-west buttress, vertical face of hole for 
timber in east jamb of opening into upper room above gallery 
roof, 
[1] Van Nice archrve (rubbing). 
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1. 3650 X 350 ха, 
11] Mamboury's nores, 
(І) Stamp: r42 x(44). 
Hagia Sophia, North-west buttress, loose brick at gallery-roof 
level: 1. 
L 36$ X35 X43. 
[:] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
(m). Stamp: 143 x6o. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1. JAM (CK) no. 34, 365 «355 x 50. з. IAM (CK) no. 66, 38o Y 
38a х со. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(n) Stamp: 145 x £o. 
Hagia Sophia, 
[1] Mango’s nores (from rubbing). 
(а) Stamp: 146 x gc. 
Date: 433-35. See Part IL Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
«Наша Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court; 1. 
. Unknown: 2. 
1.355 4555 х ро. 2. Pell from church in 1876, taken to Athens 
by Mr, Rhankabe. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Lampakis, "Christian Stamps’, сту, 
[3] Lampakis, Mone Dapbnion, 87 with n. 3. [4] Lampakis, 
Mémoire, 15, fig, 15. 
(p Unknown: г, 
1.350 8300x} once in the Berlin Christian Museum, no. 7632 
in inventory of 1915. 
[1] Lampakis, “Christian Stamps’, 515 п. 4. [2] Lampakis, 
Mone Парртон, 87 n. 5. 
(4) Stamp: 147 x 52. 
Hagia Eirene, Southern side of atrium: 1, 
1.355 X355 X50. 
[1] George, St. Eirene, pl. 6 no. 2. 
(т) Stamp: 155 x60, 
Date: 533-35. See Parr ЇЇ, Ch. о, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: т. 
LIIE 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


. METS 


CKRAS 

Mey(àXnc)s "ExkA(nctac)s 

(a) Stamp: 135 x a. 
Date: c. 532/3, See Part IT, Ch. g, sect. xb. 
Hagia Sophia, Ruins in front of west doors, demolished 
November 1873: 1. 
1. 370 X 165 К. Musee des Antiquités Nationales, Saint 
Germain-en-Laye inv. 11163. 
[1] Musée des Antiquités Nationales, Saint-Germain-en-Laye 
(phoro). 


(b) Stamp: (тоз) 60. 
Hagia Sophia, North-east buttress, loose brick in roam at 
gallery-raof level: x. 
I. 360 x ? x 40. 
[1] Van Mice archrve (rubbing). 
(е) Stamp: 105 хуа, 
Great Palace. Between areas Ab and Ac, below the "Марплига", 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(d) Stamp: тов x 72. 
Hagia Eirene, Southern side of atrium, 
[1] George, 5t. Eirene, pl. 16 no. 4. 
(с) Stamp: ? хто. . 
Great Palace. Area Ас: г. 
.?х?хҙ, 
[1] Mamboury"s nores. 
(f) Stamp: ? x 55. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
T.2 X ?X 46, 
[1] Mambaury"s notes. 
(в) Stamp: (58) x(55). 
Unknown: 1, 
г. Brick shaped into a semicircle, and most of stamp chipped 
away. Restored diameter уо. 42 thick, AM 270. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.13.8, 
ih) Stamp: (64) х $4. 
Hagia Sophia. North-west buttress, loose brick ar gallery-roof 
level. 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


+MET(AAHC)S EKKA(HCIAC)S 


969 
т. +MG@Prs 
ERKAS 
+ Mey(áAnc)s "ExxA(ncluc)s 
(a) Stamp: 92 x ба. 
Dare: 533—335. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sacr. 3b. 
Hagia Sophia, Constructions of the north-west court: 1, 
т. Hagia Sophia collection, збо x 350 x £o. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Dare: 533-35. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Debris from the collapsed barrel vault in the 
suhstruerures of rhe west wing of the Justinianic atrium: 
(numerous). 
[x] Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 269 по. 96. [2] Schneider, 
Westhof, 26 no. 4 (initial cross omitted). 
(с) Stamp: 104 хуу. 
Hagia Sophia, Lying around in the approaches to or room of 
the south-east buttress, 


(D. Unknown: т. | 
1. Hagia Sophia collection. 
[1] Malerskos, ‘Plinthos’, 272, pl, 54.3. 
(К) Stamp: 138 х $7. 
Date: 533—735. ӛсе Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
Нара Sophia, Constructions of the north-west court: 1. 


968 
1, Probably the same as 966 or 967, 


(а) Hagia Eirene. Found in the process of opening a tunnel from 
che central nave of Hagia Eirene: 
[1] Ramaxanoplu, Safste- rine, fig. 6. 


[t] Antoniades, Hagia Sophie, i, 84, fig. тї. (2) Soteriou, Hagia 
Зоріна, 64. 

(d) Stampt 113.69. 
Unknown: т. 
т. зда &(335) х 50, three fingermarks sweep around stamp, AM 
128 (old no. 41). 
[t] Bardill neg. 94.7: 4. 
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(с) Stamp: 112 x65. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. 
1, убо X 352 X уу, 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, 
(Р) Stamp: 123 x 64. 
Hagia Eirene. Southern side of atrium 1. 
t. 340 X 340 X о, 
[1] George, St, Erene, pl. 16 по. 3. 
(в) Stamp: 124 x 64. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins by the porch at the east of Hagia Sophia: 
È 
т. уза х удо x ya 
[1] Salzenberg, Basdenhbmale, 64 no. 2. [2] Lethaby and 
Swainson, Sancta Sophia, 156 no. 2. [3] Swift, Hagia Sophia, 
фо no, 5. 
(h) 5tamp: 124 x 75. 
Hagia Sophia. South-east buttress, third window sill below the 
top sill, work of either Sinan or the Fossati brothers. 
[т] Ваг ШІ перу, 94.8.2, 2, 5, [2] Van Nice archive (rubbing), 
[3] Emerson and van Nice, ‘Collapse’, тоў, fig. 12. 
(i) Stamp: 125 x62. 
Unknown: 1. 
ЛАМ (CK) no. 10, 345 x 362 X ус. 
[1] Mango's nates. 
() Stamp: 125 x64. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
Pee Reg. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(k) Unknown. 
[1] Еа, "Tuglalar", 13. 
(D Stamp: r25 куб. 
Date: 533-35: See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2b, 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of the north-west court: 1. Їп 
titu іп wall with exedras, Caferiye Sokagi 2. 
1.2x2 x go. 2; White-red mortar of crushed bricks and sand 
adhering, 156535050... 
[r] Mamboury's notes. 
(m) Stamp: 134 4 72. 
Unknown: 1-4. 
t. [AM (СК) 46, 375 x 36060. 2, IAM (CK) 46a, 360 x 360 x 
зу. ЗЛАМ (CK) 67, 360 збо м yo. 4. ÍAM (CK) 44. $. 1AM 
(СК) 44a. 
Nores 4-4. One brick measures збо 360 хуу. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(n) Stamp: (155) х(58). 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (280) x (180) x 49-56, АМ 316. 
[1] Bárdill negs. 55.3.13a, 144; 95.5.1, 2- 
(o) Unknown: т. 
1, LAM (CK) no. 3, fragment, 370 x 370 x 6o. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(p) Date: &532/3. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of west entrance, demolished 
November 1875. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Letter’, rjono. 4. [2] Leclereq, 
‘Estampilles’, сої, 46 no. гт. 
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MET(AAHC)S EKKA(HCIAC)S or +MET(AAHC)S 
EKKA(HCIAC)S 


РЕ 
[E]KKAS 


[+Mey(ddnc)s "EJexA(nciac)s 


(a) Stamp: (75) « (21) 
Hagia Sophia. South-east buttress. 
[т] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


MET AAHC ERKAHCIAC 


971 
I. HAATSM 
JAIDHAX3 A32 


Меүйӛлүс Еккдлсіає 
(а) Stamp: 137 Х 56. 


Great Palace. Lower piers of area Ac (mingled with 966.15): т. 


1. 380 x 370 хо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 

(b) Date: 533-55. See Part IT, Ch. o, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Debris from the collapsed barrel vault in the 
substructures of the west wing of the Justimanic atrium, 
[1] Schneider, Wersthof, 26 no. б. 


— 


MEOOAOTOY 
See also 1685.12. 


972 
і. ОЛОЮЄМ 
«ҮОТ 
Мивоботою + 
(a) Date: after гуз. See Part П, Ch. ә, sect. ac. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, “Brickstamps’, уд no. 19. [1] Schneider, 
"Zicgelstermpel', 267 na. 77. 
2. OA[OBEM] 
«ҮСТІ 
[MeBo}8a[zjou + 
(a) Stamp: (79) x (48). 
Kalenderhane Camii, Vault of Byzantine drain below apse of 
North Church: т. 


r.(155) x (125) ут, | 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', Еу. 


- - 
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МОЇ) "и CRUCIFORM 
See also MCX ) or МО. ( ). 976 
i MOY 
973 +INASIA+ 
1. INTAIBAMO 
PK, Моң j+ vS(uendvoc}s w^ + 


їм(бистибмос) [y] бу fa ) Мо! ) 


Delta inserted between gamma and iota according to Mamboury’s 


nates. 


(a) Stamp: 125 x zc. 
Date: 415/16 or 430/1. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: (frequent) 1, 
1,7 x? x40. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


MO( ) or MO.() 
Sce also MOX ). 


974 

1. . OMBXHEAT 
{ч(йкт@уос) 5° ВІ) Mol), 
їм(бликтиймос) С BC ) Ма. ( 


The partially preserved letter, possibly tau, may have been an 
accessory. 
(a) Stamp: 136 x 3o. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1528. Great wall to the south of, and parallel to, the 
drain, and to the right of the southern base: 1. 
1.2? X? X46, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


MOY() 
SINGLE-LINE 


975 
1, INABAPM OY 
біктінес) а ар() Mool) 
(a) Stamp: 166 x 22, 
Date: 417/18 or 432/35. Set Parr II, Ch. 9, sect. 15. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1, 385 x 365 x 55, fingermarks with three fingers in form of 5. 
See also 1736.10, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 164 x 22. 
Date: 417/18 ог 432/3. See Part TI, Ch. 9, sect. tb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1, 
1, 2 4 2 х 45, lamb's footprints on rhe face ol brick, several. 
[т] Schneider, "Martyrion', fig. 2. [2] DAT (Ist) negs. KB 
422.621, KB 1499, KB 1507 (last two are of same brick). 
[3] Mango's notes. 


(a) Stamp: 149 x 52. 
Date: 517/18. See Part IT, Ch. ә, sect. за; Ch. 10 по. то. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 1 59: 1. Level 165: т. Level 213": 3. Level 
499: 4. Level 5477: 5, Level 613*: 6, Level 697*: 7. Level 1221: В, 
Level 1053: ө. Level 11697: 19. Unknown: 11-15. 
1, No. 162. 2. No. 165. 3. No, 163. 4. No. 890, 5. No. 756. 
6, Na. 1375. 7. No. 822. 8. No. 6224. 9. No. #72, 10. No. 
1228. 11. No. Коб. тз. No. 808. 13. No. 1314. 14. Мо. 1376. 
14. Mo, 1377. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 218,012, [2] Saraçhane archive negs. 
541.27 (1), 9.12.20 (3). 

(b) Stamp: (122) 52. 
Date: early 6th century. See Part IT, Ch. 1o no. то. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. MSBK по, unknown. 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 87 no. 19, pl r4 no. у. 
[2] DAL (rst) neg. 2338 (cast). [3] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [4] Mango's notes (fram cast). 


МО. () 


See МОЇ ) or МО. (). 


мфсн 


977 
1. НОФМФНИЇ 
ім(біктийуос) 173 Macr] 
(а) Stamp: 165 x30. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928. Great wall to the south of, and parallel to, the 
drain, and to the right of the southern base: т. 
1. 380 x ува x 45. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


978 
1. НОФМЯНИІ 


ту(біктиймос) ту |Қ) Мес 

(а) Stamp: 165 x10. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Веуахи), 1928. Great wall to the south of, and parallel to, the 
drain, and to the right of the southern base: 1. 
1. 380 М 375 x 40, white mortar with large fragments of brick 
adhering. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, 








316 CATALOGUE 


MT 


МА(), MA()S, МАР(), МО(), MOYI), МОС() 
979 
1. INBBAPM[... ] 
iv(Guctudvee) B^ Bot У MT... | 
(a) Stamp: (160) x 35. 
Hagia Sophia. North-east ramp, paving probably laid in 
Turkish periad: 1. 
1,310 x? x? 


[т] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


980 
т. ]BMA[ 
18" Mor 
(a) Stamp: (85) x42. 
Date: 413/142 See Part 11, Ch. о, sect. за, 
Theodosian Hagia Sophia, Back wall of Schneider's portico. 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


981 
1, INTBAMA[ 
iv(Bueridwoc) y Bey ) Mol 


(а) Hagia Sophia. North-east buttress, gallery roof, passage 
through west wall. 
[т] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


982 
1. JATM[ 
Пибактивмос) у МІГ 
(а) Stamp: (116) x 40. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. Oncein Robert College, fragment, ? м? x44. 
[1] Mango's nates. 


983 
1. INIBM[ 


iv(Guctiiived) В МІ 


(а) Stamp: (112) x 37. 
St Polycuktos. Level таў 1. 


I, No, 1236, 2 x? X 30735, 
[1] Hill, *Brickstamps', 208, Аб, [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.II.I72. 
984 à 
1. INTIBAM[ 
iv(Bueciiwoc) vu pol) МІ 
(а) Stamp: (125) x22. 
Land Walls. 


[т] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmauer, 149 no. 5.2. 
[2] DAI (Ist) neg. 6606 (cast). [3] Mambotury's notes (from 
cast). [4] Мапро'з notes (from cast). 


985 
i. INGIM 


їм(бижтибумос) гі” МІ 
(а) Stamp: (120) x 32, 


Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia. Octagonal crypt, north wall, 


room A, material broken out of blocked-up door. 
[1] Kleiss, ' Grabungen', fig. 4b. 


986 
т. INEM 
імібіктізуас) ev МГ 
(a) Stamp: (134) x a8. 
"Bath" building beside the Myrelaion rotunda. Filling, 
[1] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 


МЕ ) 


987 
1: [IIHBBANE 
Пмбктауос) БИ Ba ) Nef) 
(a) Land Walls: r. 
1. Louvre Museum. 
[1] Leval, ' Archaiologika', 615 no. A^ [3] Meyer-Plath and 
Schneider, Landmaner, 149 no. б, 


983 
1. INTBANE 


іу(биктаймос) у Ве) Nel ) 


(a) Stamp: 118 x 29. 
Underpass cutting near 5t Polyeuktos. Level 13*: 1. 
1. No, 192, 390 x 392 X 56-55. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 208, Ard. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 


9.10.5. 
989 
i. INDHNE 
їмб(тетимос) n Mel) 
(а) Stamp: 128 x 38—40. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1, 354 X 352 X 48, AM 43 (old по, ба]. 2. 352 x (276) X 41-47, 
AM 178 (old no. 134). 
[1] Вага neg. 94.2.33 (1); 94-12. 11a (2). 
990 


і, INGIVBANG 
імібүктіфуде) ev 4+ (ina leaf or heart) Йе() Mel) 


(а) Stamp: 138-141 хаб. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2, See Part ЇЇ, Ch. ә, sect. tb, 


CATALOGUE 317 


Palace of Antiochus: 1, 

T, 380 € 175 хо, 

[1] Mango's notes, [3] DAL (Ist) neg. КВ 009. 
Unknown: 1. 

1.375 X 305 X $2, AM тіз. 

[1] Bardill negs. 94.8.35, 36: 94.9.1. 2. 


991 

г. ІМІАЄВАМЄ() 

Ім(биктибмос) [1] о" [e] Pat) Ме() 

The indiction may have been altered from fifteen to one by the 
addition of an alpha between the superseded iota and epsilon. 
(a) Stamp: 142 € 27. 

Date: 412/13 or 427/8. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 

Palace of Antiochus: 1. 

1,485 x 355/302 X со. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango’s notes. 

Unknown: t. 

1. 380 x (112) x66, AM уз. 

[т] Bardill neg. 54.2.26. 


= 


NEC( ) 
WITH INDICTION 


991 
т. INABANEL 


ім(біктібуес) & еқ ) Neel ) 


(a) Stamp: 152 x25. 
Palace of Antiochus. Conduit beneath marble pavement, 
running parallel to the foundation walls of the sigma-plan 
portico: (sixteen) 1. 
I.400 X400 к. 
[1] Duyuran, “Palace of Justice II’, fig. 7a. 


993 
1. INSBNEC 


їм(биктьймос) є ҮСІК) Месі ) 
(а) Stamp: (тат) x 31. 
Unknown: 1, 
1.?х?х уу, AM ууу. 
[1] Вага megs. 95.6.7, ®. 


994 

т. INTABANEC 
ім(блютиймосу 18 Pal) Мес) 
(а) Stamp: lay X25. 


Date: 415/16 or 43o/1. See Part LL, Ch. 9, seer. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus. 


[1] Mamboury's notes, [2] Mango's notes, 


(b) Stamp: 14% x37. 
Date: 415/16 or 430/1. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 1h. 
Palace of Antiochus: т. 
1.380 x? x $6. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


99$ 
і. INEC 
] Nex) 
(a) Stamp: (so) хау. 
Land Walls. Wall between rowers 94-981 1. 


ETETE ET ы 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


996 
1, HEC 
Мес() 
(а) Stamp: бт x 32. 
Fenari Isa Camii: г. 
1. (305) x (260), fingermarks applied across both diagonals of 
the brick before stamp, AM 184. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, 'Fenari 
isa Camii', fig. до по, 28. [3] Bardill negs, 94.10.17, 18а, 


NE[ 
997 
і, JANE 

Во() Nel 

(а) Stamp: ? « 3o. 


Sea Walls. Langa Вовташ, inner wall west of tower 68. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


NI() 
998 
т. INZBAPNI 
ім(биктибмос) £' Вор) Nw) 
(a) Stamp: 140 x 34. 
Unknown: 1, 


t, Fragment, ? « 2 62, LAM 34. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). 


999 
1. ТІМІАВАМІ 
їм(биктібумос) wc" еи) МҰ) 





318 CATALOGUE 


(a) Stamp: 138 x 22. 
Unknown: t. 
т. MSBE no. unknown. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 2341 (cast). [3] Mamboury’s notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


1000 
і. ПМДАГ.ТВАИЦ) 


[tv(Bueridivoc]] S Вас) Nut) 


(a) Stamp: ? х 30. 
Great Palace, Area Ab, collapsed vault: 1. 
L?x2?x4. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


МБМ ИТЕЛМИ) — 


МІКА() 


1001 
т. АЛИ 


1% Міка() 


(a) Stamp: (70) (from left to right-hand upright of N) x 32. 
Date: 414-18 or 429-33. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 

1.350 X P X45. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


NIKAN() 

1002 

т. IMF MIKAIA 
ім(біктийуос) [y] 8^ Макому) 
Gamma altered to delta by the addition of diagonal stroke. 
(a) Stamp: 163 x 38. 


Hippodrome. Drain passing below the marble staircase: (many) 


1. 
1, 360 X 340 X 40-45. 
[r] Mamboury’s notes. 


з 


1004 
т. IMEBMIKAI 


імі(біктійуес) В" Хакам() 


(а) Excavations near the Palace of Antiochus, Within the limits of 


the excavations undertaken at the end of 1956. 
[1] Duyuran, 'Palace of Justice I’, зу, fig. 16. 


МІКНФОРОУ, МІКІФОРОҮ 





SINGLE-LINE 
NIEHOCO(POY) 


тоо: 
1. МІКНФО 
* Puengó(pou) 
(a) Date: after 532. See Parr 11, Ch, ә, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zewappos. In or near Building 1 or x: (very common), 
[1] Gray, ‘Brickstamps’, 5$ по, 28. 
(b) Stamp: 153 x 43. 
Excavation near the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1957. 
[1] Duyuran, Bayazit‘, pl. 6А. 


N[I]KI(bOPOY) 


тос 
т. ІГІМПІКІ 
Jy МЈкуфорою) кары 
(a) Stamp: 118 х 28 (еп)-3 6 (centre) 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928: т. 
т, Вк? хау. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


МІКІФОГРОУ) 
root 
т. ПЧІДГМІКІФО 
їм(біжтиймос) 16° [y] Nucupd( pou) 
Indiction thirteen altered to fourteen by the insertion of a delta 
between the iota and gamma. 
(a) Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928. 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps', $6 no. 45, [2] Schneider, 
"Zicgelstempel', 265 no. 35 (erroneous). [3] Mamboury, 
"Nouvelle lecture", 122 (erroneous). 


N(DKH[ 


1027 
1. INGHEKH[ 
їм(бистиїмос) В) кт (бром) 
(a) Stamp: ? x40. | 
Date: 425/6 or 440/1. See Part IT, Ch, 9, sect. te. 
Cisterns іп Gulhane, near Báb-: Hümáyün: т, 
1-390 € 3903145 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


CATALOGUE 319 
N(DKYO(OPOY) NIKH®OPOY KOMHTOC 
tooi E. d. | 
т. 1.ТВАМКУФ roto 
| 1, +МІКНФОРВ 
J- c Ве) (хором) KOMHTOC2Z 
(а) Stamp: (87) (from upright of beta to right-hand end) хз. ; p 
Rhegium (Kügük eet Large ута wall Jd : кен imei 
Acropolis, beside the sea: т. (а) Stump: t $a icy; 
1, 2X? M42, Unknown: 1. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 1, 2432 кууда, AM B4. 
(b) Stamp: (83) (from upright of bera то right-hand end) x28. [т] Bardill negs. 94.5.16, 17. 
Rhegium (Küçük Çekmece). Large surrounding wall of the Fethiye Camii. . 


Acropolis, centre, beside rhe sea. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


CRUCIFORM 


Li 
т. МИЛАФЕМКІ 
мостам) e Мідкц) 
(а) Stamp: Width of arm is 34. 
Unknown: 1. 
т.ЇАМ (СК) по. 79. 
[1] Mango's nores. 
(Б) Stamp: 213 x 52. 
Date: 521/12. See Part IT, Ch, 9, sect. 22. 


St Polyeuktos, Level 94: 1. Level 124: 2. Level тб: 3. Level 233: 


4. Level 484: 5. Level зоо“: 6. Level 713*: 7. Level 735: 8. Level 
785*: 9. Level 828: го. Level 8517: 11, Level әсә?: 12. Level 
өзе? (pier, eastern end, debris): r3. Level 9227: 14. Level уу" 
14-16. Level 994*: 17. Level тосо: 18, Level roor®: 19. Level 
1006*: 20, Level roro: 21-4. Level 102971 25-6. Level 1058: 27, 
Level 12927: 28, Level 1109*; 29. Level 1111: ус. Level 11514: 
31. Level 1204: 32-3. Level 1266*: 34. Level 1268: 45. Level 
1297*: 36. Level 13364: 37. Level 1345: 38-9. Level 1359: 40-1. 
Level 1362*: 42. Level 1381: 43. Wall west af slip road; 44-5. 
Unknown: 46-7. 

1. Mo. 199. 2. No, 118. 3, No. rog, 4. No. 447. p No. 1263. 
6, No. 527. у, No. 472. 8. Na. 493. 9. No. 263. те, No. зой. 


I1. No. $37. 12. Mo. 443. ту No. 1033. 14. No. тода, 1%. No, 


471. 16. No. 516. 17. No. ууу. 18. No. 6324, 19, No. 658. 
10. No. 1309. 21. Mo, ring. 22, No. 1108. 23. No, 1133. 

24. No. 1138. 24. Mo. 1283. 26. No 1284. 27, No. 1361. 

28. No. 643. 29. No, ууд. зо. No. боб. 31, No. 1171. 32. No. 


ізі. 33: No. 1312. 34. Mo 1360. 35. INo. 1220, 36. No. 1079. 


37. No. 1152. 38. Na. 128a. 39. No. 1359. 46. No. 1238. 
41, No 1239. 42. No 1117. 43. INO. 1232. 44, Мо. 137. 
4$. Mu, 141. 46. No, 632. 47. INO, 1181. 

Notes: 1-47: One brick measures ? x ? мої, 

[1] Hill, "Bricksramps', 217, Da. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
Facta (46). 


[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing from Holt and Green), 


МІКІФОРОҮ 


See МІКНФОРОҮ, МІКІФОРОҮ. 


МІКІФОРОҮ КІРОҮ 





Tort 
1. SIOMAI 
[..] YOULA 
Мікізбріот)ве Карой, .] 
(а) Date: after 932, See Part П, Ch. g, sect. zc. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. From the west side of the apsidal end of 
Building 2. 
[1] Gray, “Brickstamps', 53 no. ӯ. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel, 267 no. 78. 


N[ 


1012 
1. INBIN[ 
мди уос) fir NI 
(а) Stamp: ? x 25. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: 1. 
1.? м? X40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


ІОІЗ 
1, IMABAM. 
ім(бистібмос) а Ba( ) М. 
(a) Stamp: губ x35. 
Kalenderhane Camii: G4/4: 1. 


1. 370 X 3570 X 47. 
[т] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', A24. 





120 
ONHCIMOY 


ONHCIMO(Y)S 

том 

т. ONH 
CIMOS 


+ Ссі) 

(а) Stamp: 120 x 64. 
Sekbanbag Ibrahim Aga Mescidi. 
[1] Eyice, 'Sekbanbagi', 119, fig. то, 


ONHCIMOY 
1019 
1. +ONH 
СІМО 
Y 


+ "Омпеїрою 


(a) Stamp: 105 хуо, 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: 1. 
L?x?X4o. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1016 
Ta [ireli 
ГОТМНСІ 
[М]ОҮ+ 
[...]..['©]уге [ишу + 
(a) Stamp: (58) х(бо). 
Kalenderhane Camii. Roof, north-east corner: 1. 
1.(157) х(116) X35. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘“Brickstamps’, B31. 


ONHCIM[ 


1017 
і. +ONH 
СІМГ..1 
+'©мтүсїн[оъ] 
"Оле ов! 
(а) Stamp: ? x 54. 
Great hall attached to the rotunda north of the hexagon of 
Antiochus. 
[1] Bardill neg. 9б.2.192. 


ONFHCIMOY MON(AXOY) 


1018 
I. ЖОМН 
СІМО 
NOMY 
 "Oencipou ромбро) 
Line 3 reads from right to left. 


CATALOGUE 


(а) Stamp: 107 x 75. 
Hebdomon (Bakirkóy: 1. 
т. MSBK inv. 6222, (190) x (220) x? 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 89 no. 29. [2] Schneider, 


"Ziegelstempel', 267 no. 79. [3] MSBK neg. 62220. [4] DAT 


(Ist) neg. 2343 (cast). [5] Mamboury's notes (from cast). 
[5] Mango's notes (fram cast). 

* (b) Stamp: (108) x (47). 
Unknown: 1. 
1, Once in Robert College, fragment, ? x ? x 36, AM 444. 
[т] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Bardill negs. 95.13.33, 34. 


ON(H)C( ), ON(H)CI( ) 
ON(H)C() 


1019 

1. FONC?INA2T 
+ "Ovn)c( )s ivé(uctiavoe)s ^ 
(a) Stamp: 170 x 4o. 


Cistern on Nuruosmaniye Caddesi: 1. =~ 
I. 30 x 350 хо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


(b) Stamp: r70 x38. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
1.370 X? x go. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 
(с) Samp: 180 x 35. 
Great Palace, Area Ab, callapsed vault: т. 
1, 372 &? X45, very light, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


Pozo 
t. +ONC2IN[ 
+ Смт) { s ivi 
(a) Stamp: ? хо, 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 


1.РхРхдо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1021 
г. +ONCZINA[ 


+ "Ov(nje( js iv8[ 


(a) Stamp: (144) x38. 
Kalenderhane Сатан, Fill over vault of west cross-arm: 1. 
1, (225) x (220) * 37. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', А25. 


ON(H)CI( ) 


1022 
1. +ОМСПВІ 


+ "Ома BL 
+ ‘Ov(nper( )ла [ 


CATALOGUE 321 
(а) Stamp: ? x 11. ПА() 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
Һ%х? хуу, Ма accessory 
[1] Mamboury’s nores. 1026 


OPMIZ() 


1023 
Lt 4«TNOP 

MI I — ZA 

16v 'Орш (боо) a monogram no. 12 

It is uncertain whether the alpha is an indiction огап accessory, 

(a) Stamp: 159 x 78. 

" Unknown: 1-2. 

1. ÍAM (CK) 72. 2. IAM (CK) уза. 


[1] Mango's notes. 


(b) Deeply incised cross above inscription. Arms of cross 35 x 15. 


Unknown: 1. 
1. Once in Robert College, ? x ?x 33-35, AM 304. 
[1] Mango's nores. [2] Бага negs. 95.2.372; 95.3.0, Ta, тда, 
203; 95.4. I32, 1а. 
(c) Date: c $32/3. See Part IL Ch. 5, sect. 2b, 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of the west doors, demolished 
November 1873. 
[2] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Letter’, туо по, 6. 


ОГ 


1024 
i, INIBAO[ 


iv(Bixzivoch Boy ) СҰ 
(а) Stamp: 87 x22. 
Palace of Antiochus: t. 
MERETE 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


по | 
Fora name abbreviated to a single leiter ср. Dy ), 


1025 
i. INGIPREBAT 
їү(бїктї@үос) ev + (іп leal or heart) К(Өрде а) ПО) 
(а) Stamp: 135 x 22. 
Date: 416/17 ог 431/2. Sce Part I, Ch, 9, sect. 1h. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
т. 43a X 380 X уо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1, INAIBAIIA 
(м(биктиймос) бі" [ia ) Па() 
(a) Stamp: 168 x24. 
Date: 42/1 or 445/6 or дбо/ї, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-2. 
1. LAM 62. 2. AM тзт, 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures 375 * 362 € 45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
2. ІМАГВАПА 
іу(біктизуос) 6 Bal) По) 


(a) Stamp: 163 x 26. 
Date: 430/1 or 4454/6 огабо/т. See Parr П, Ch. 5, sect. re. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-2. 
1. [AM 37. 2. IAM 42. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures 380 8375 x45. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


Accessory А 
See 1558.1a. 


Accessary IN 
See ПАМІ). 


Accessory T 
See TTATT( ). 


ПАМ() 


1027 
1, INSHBABIIAN 
їм(биктиймосув n Bad B] Mavi} 
ім(блиютімос)є ту Ba] Tiat) v 
Beta either carved or recorded in error for rho. 
(a) Stamp: ох 3o. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: (many) 1. 
1.384 X 378 X fo. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 





322 CATALOGUE 
IIAIIY AOY (b) Possibly same asa. 
Stamp: (135) хаб. 
1228 Unknown: т. 
1. 1.38; x (220) x 47-97, Imprints of орпа, AM тоо. 
"fk [1] Bardill neg. 94.8.1 1. 
(c) Stamp: 145 x 22. 
ав Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part Й, Ch. у, зегі: 1b. 
SIM AeTE Palace of Antiochus: 1. 


Monogram no. 55 (Movpuxtov) 
+ [nei ow ivé(uctiiivec)s w В) e( ) 


The significance of thé beta and epsilon in the ansae of the tabuls is 
Uncertain. 


(a) Stamp: tabula 126 x 41 (тос overall height); roundel 55 
diameter. 
Date: 582 ar у96/7, See Part П, Ch. p, sect, за, 
Unknown: 1. 
І, 337 X325 X 48, AM 4, 
[1] Ваган] neps. 94.1.72, Ba, 

(b) Stamp: tabula 130 x 43 (тоҙ overall height); roundel уб wide, бо 
high. 
Date: £82. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. ra and СБ, 17, sect. 7. 
Excavation of the Diakonissa complex near Istanbul 
University, 1943-46. Cistern 2.5 m. north of Church B. 
[т] Fira, "Tuglalar', r2. [2] Firath, "Trois églises", 172, 177, pl. 
Т) пол. [3] Mamboury's notes. 

(c) Date: 582 or 596/7. See Part IL, Ch. 5, sect. та. 
Sea Walls. Pillars near the monumental staircase, between the 
railway and the sea, area Fb: (several) 1. 
1.350 X 350 X 50. 
[т] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaláste, 15 no. 1. 
[2] Schneider, “Ziegelstempel’, 269 no. тоз. [3] Mamboury, 
"Chrisme', 456 no. 8 bis. [4] Mamboury's notes. 

(el) Date: 582 or 5596/7. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 5, sect, та. 
[1] Dirimrekin, 'Selymbria', 32 no. ў. 

(e) Date: 582 or 96/7. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. та. 
Unknown, 
[1]Sarlin-Dongny, ‘Inscriptions’, 94 no. бо, pl. 14 no. 12. 
[2] Mango, 'Brick Stamps’, 21, fig. 3 (top row, centre): 


ПАТ() 


(229 
t, INGIVREBATIAT 


ім(бажтибмос) ғі7--(іп leaf or heart) Kipre Mal d Пет ) 
їм(блжтиймос) e + (in leaf or heart) K(opue Pot ) Пе ) т 
(a) Possibly same as b. 

Stamp: 154 x26, 

Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part 11, Ch. 9, sect. tb. 

Palace of Antiochus: (numerous) 1. 

i. 390 X 370 x 0-652. 

Mores: Several have imprints of hobnails, 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1. 385 x 42 хо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


i ІМЕТФКЕВАПАТ 
імібіктійуос) ex^ + (in leaf or heart) K(6pie оі) Tarj 
мМбіктішуос) e + (in leaf or heart) К(ора)е Ba( ) Па()т 


(a) Stamp: 158 x 29. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part IL Ch, 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: (numerous) 1. 
1.390 x 480 x ra. 
[1] DAI (Ist) пер, KB тос. [2] Bardill and Greatrex, 
'Annochus', бр. 28. [3] Mamboury's notes, 
Unknown: 1-2. 


1. (202) € (joc) X60, AM 27. 2. (288) x (244) X 44-57, AM 377. 


[1] Bardill negs. 94.2.13 (1); 95.8.11, га (з). aen 


IIATPIKIOY 


1038 
і. +01 ATP] 
IKID[Y] 


* Tafsp)uco[u] 


(a) Stamp: (Fa) х (58). 
Rhepium (Küçük Çekmece), Large surrounding wall of the 
Acropolis, beside rhe sea: т, 
г Рх?хує. 
[т] Mamboury's notes, 


ПАТРО() 
1031 
1, BAITATPOA 
Ва) Потрої)б — - 


The delta may be ап indietion or an accessory. 


(а) Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia. Court to the cast of the apse. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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ПАТРОКА() 
1032 
1, INMBIIATPUIKA 
iv(éuxtiiivec) [37] 8^ ПалрокМ) 
Delta inscribed beneath superseded gamma. 
(a) Stamp; 110 x 26. 
Land Walls. Near Silivri Карі. 
[т] Mango, ‘Brick Stamps’, 20, fig. 3 (тор). 
Unknown: 1. 


т. (170) х(169) x45, AM ут (old по, possibly 41, 47, or 49). 
[т] Вага пер, 94.2.18. 


ПАҮ(), ПАҮЛ() 


ПАУ() 
1033 
1. ПУМАПАУ 
Гу бактай) à Пех ) 
(а) Stamp: (147) x 38. 
Kalenderhane Cami. Unknown: 1. 
т, (335) x (205) X49. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', А26. 


1034 
1. ІМАРГПАҮ 
їмб/хетибмос)є y Tia ) 
(a) Stamp! 152 x28, 
Land Walls. Ayvansaray, corner of the Blachernai Walls, 
junetion with the Sea Walls of the Golden Horn. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


103$ 
1. «ІМАРГПАҮ 
4 iv6(vcriiswoc)s y Mavt) 


(а) Stamp: 15$ X32. 
Unknown: 1. 
t. 3620 x 340 & 55, ТАМЕ. 
[1] Mamboury'"s notes. 


1036 

1. IINVeTTIAY 
ivé(ucciivoc)s y Помі ) 
(a) Stamp: 190 x 30. 


Great Palace. Area Ac, below the Palace of Justice (ayasma?), 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1037 
т. ЈҮАПаАМІ» 


+ iv(Guetufivoc) 5° ВІ ) Пач() 

For B( ) with this name cp. 1243.1. 

+ ivi(iendvac) B^ Tent ) 

(а) Stamp: (161) х 27. 
Kalenderhane Camii. South wall, west window: 1. 
t. Brick lost. 
(11 Peschlow, "Brickstamps'", A28 b. 


1238 
т. «ІИІПАУ 
4 w(Sucaavoc) v Пал) 
(a) Stamp: zoo x17. 
Sea Walls. Walls next то Boukolean gate. 
[1] Mango's notes, 


139 
т. -INILIIAY 


+ тубт мос) гү Пе ) 
(а) Stamp: (175) хат. 
Date: 414/15 or 429/30. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: т, 
т. 382 x 362 хо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 
(b) Stamp: 181 хат, 
Unknown: 1. 
1,376 X 36$ X 136-40, AM тїз. 
[т] Bardill neg. 54.8.34. 


1046 
t, «INICIIAY 
+ iv(Gucti@voc) ve" По ) 
(a) Stamp: туз x 39. 
Kalenderhane Сапш. Bema, fill of north chamber: т. 
1, (збо) x (162) x 35, one break, 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Азу В; 


1541 
1. JINIGIIAY 
] iv(Guerudivoc) ve^ Пол ) 
(a) Stamp: (159) x 38. 
Kalenderhane Camu. Unknown: т, 


1. (213) x (207) х 16. 
[т] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', A27 a. 


1042 
г. ]ITIAY 


Tr Пао) 

(a) Stamp: ? x28. 
Unknown: Т. 
т. LAM (CK) na. 77, ? x ? x 30. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


3524 CATALOGUE 
1043 ПАҮЛОҮ 
з. YAMAYI 7 te 
Ja" |К)Пач) RECTANGULAR 


Гог (H ) with this name cp. 1037.1. 

(а) Stamp: (114) x 3a. 
Kalenderhane Camii, Bema, filling of north wall: т. 
t. (225) (туа) x10. 
[т] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', A28 a. 


1044 
1. BJATIAV 


Біз ) Lew ) 
(a) Srampr (111) х 39. 
Date: 527-22. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
Sx Polyeuktos, Unknown: т. 
1, No, 148, х? x 4o. 
[rj Hill, "Brickstamps', 208, Аза. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.39.11, 


104$ 
i. JBATIAV 


]Ba( ) По) 
(a) Stamp: (111) x29. 
Land Walls. Near Brr. 
[т] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landauer, 149 no. 7. [2] DAI 
(Ist) neg. 6602 (cast). [3] Mamboury’s notes (from cast). 
[4] Mango's notes (from cast). 


ПАҮ( )5 
І 
т. «ТИАІПАҮР 
+ Їм(биєтиймос) бі” Поли)» 
(а) Stamp: 125 x 36. 
Unknown: t. 


1, AM (CK) no, 21, 345 x до хо. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


ПАҮА() 
т, +IN A@ITTIAYA 
+ ivo(ucruoc)s су" Пол ) 
(a) Stamp: 210 x 45. 
Kalenderhane Camin. In east part of vault of north cross-arm: 1. 


1. (360) X(305) X 44. 
Га) Peschlow, *Brickstamps', А 2, 


WITH INDICTION 


1048 
1, YOAYATIST AIbMIA 
= iySuet(tvoc) fj ПобАоо 
(a) Stamp: 226 x 37. 
Tokludede Mescidi; 1-16. 
т. LAM 41. 2. LAM 48. 3. ЇАМ 49. 4. LAM үз. 5, LAM 55. 
&.ТАМ бт. 7. IAM 64. 8. JAM 76. 9. [AM 82..10. [AM 85, 
т1. LAM 9з. 12. [AM об, 13. [AM тоз. 14. ТАМ тоз. ry. LAM 
125, 16. LAM raz. 
Notes: 1-16. One brick measures 377535; x35. 


[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


1049 
г. [IINA2IIA YAOY 

ПОмікоютиймос)» Пад» 

(a) Stamp: (162 fram right-hand upright of nt to far right) x 47 
Date: 502-33 or 517-10 or 432-35. See Part II, Ch. a; Sect. ad. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokaj Walls 
positioned furthest north and lower down: 1. 

1. 370 X 370 X 35, well-baked, mottled with yellow spots. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 


rago 
1. Timoni records the inscription as "Ti dhia Paulou', which seems to 
bea misreading of 


+I[N]ASIATIAYAOY 

+ i[v]6(ueriovoc)s е” Полюс 

(a) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?). 
[1] Timont, Promenades, 2.246. [2] Meliopoulos, "Topothesia’, 
229. Гу) Dirimtekin, 'Beylerbey", 11,27. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
ПАУЛО 


1651 
і, +ПАҮЛО+ 
+ Паодо(о) = 
(a) Date: after 552. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ič 
Baths of Zeuxippos. Jn situ in the apse of Building 2. 
[1] Gray, “Brickstamps’, yp по. 35. [1] Schneider, 
"Zaegelstempel', 268 по. 82, 
(b) St Euphemia іп Hebdomon (Bakirköy) (location according 
to Sorlin-Dorigny, but no such church is known). 
[1] Dethier, 'Makrikby", 163 по, с, pl. ТА’ no. 4. [2] Sorlin- 
Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 88 na. 23. [3] Leclereq, 'Esrampilles', 
col. 546 no. ga. 





CATALOGUE 32% 


TIAYAOY 


1042 
г. "«ПАУЛОХ 
è Годо 
(а) Stamp: (122) X 42. 
"Bath' building beside the Myrelaion rotunda. Filling. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 
(Һ) Stamp: 128 x42. 
Unknown: т. 
t. (260) х(збо) хдо, АМ бз. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.4.10. 
(c) Land Walls. Tower 41, rubble, 
[1] Dumbarton Oaks Photographic Collection neg. L67.969 
(Т. Sevéenko). 


TAYAC 


1243 
і. «ПАУЛОГУ 


+ Палоо 


(а) Stamp: (too) x 18. 
Beyazit, great wall to the north of the Diakonissa complex, 
debris in water conduit: 1. 
L?x?X3j. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTIGN 
1254 
і. ПІАУЛОХ 
Пабло» 
(a) Stamp: (89) хаб. 
Kalenderhane Camil. Unknown: 1. 
1, (225) x (320) X 41. 
[1] Peschlaw, *Brickssamps', Або. 


19055 
т. JYOAYATI[ 
)MetAon | 
(а) Sramp: (126) x 37; 
Date: ya7-22. See Part IT, Ch. д, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level roay*: а. 
1, No. 752, ? x ? x 38-41. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 208, 216, А21, [1] Saraçhane archive 
neg. $2412, үз, 


TABULA ÁNSATA 


1646 


E. Jd 

«ПАУЛОУМ 
IMAeA 

Monogram no. 55 (Mcuptxiov) 

+ [TerüAov іу (ікибуас)з а” 

(а) Date: 582/3. See Part 11, Ch. 5, sect. raand Ch. rr, sect. 7. 
Excavation of the Diakonissacomplex near Istanbul 
University, 1943-46. Cistern 2. m. north of Church B. 

[1] Firath, "Trois églises", 172. 177, pl. (Б) no. 2. 
[2] Mamboury"'s nates. 
(b) Stamp: tabula тту x 47; roundel 62 wide, $7 high. 
Date: 582/3 or 597/8, See Part I, Ch. 5, sect. та. 
Unknown: 1-4. 
1. 335 X317 X 42, AM 19. 3.2 к? X 444, AM гот. 3. АМ 278. 
4. (210) х(205) хаз, AM 441. 
әке: Megs 94.2.2, 3 (1); 04.8.22 (1); 9.1.3, 4 (5); 95-15 27. 
28 (4). 


оф 
«ПАУАОУ 
IN AeA 


Monogram по, 5% (Maupixlov) 
+П@бАлъ іубііктіймәс) à 


(a) Stamp: tabula 125 х со; roundel yo wide x бо high. 
Date: 5 82/5. See Part П, Ch. 5, sect. raand Ch. 11, sect. 7. 
Excavation of the Diakonissa complex near Istanbul 
University, 1943-46. Cistern 2.5 m. north of Church B: several. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


ПАХІ 
CRUCIFORM 


1057 
1. І 
и 
А 
AITIAY[ .] 
е 
А 


їмб/лютифуюєс) об Па | ]. ei 
(a) Stamp: гро (бо + 30+ бо) x 120 (35 + уо + 35). 
Date: $02/3 or y17/18 or 532/3, See Part M, Ch. 9, sect. zd. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagr 1. 
t. удо X 1380 хо, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
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UNCERTAIN SHAPE 
1048 
1, AYI 

1Пач 


(а) Land Walls. Yedikule. 
[1] Meliopoulos, "Topothesia", 231 section В” no. 4. 


ПЕ() 
Accessory К 
1059 
i, ЯЗПУНЛІ 
]8 а) Пек ) 
16 Ba ) Пе()к 
(a) Stamp: 135 x 52. 
Unknown: 1, 


1, Fragment, ? x ? x vg, LAM 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 





MEK, ) 
See ПЕ(), 





ПЕЛА() 


reġa 
т. ІМІВВАПЕЛА 
імбіктибуос) 13° Ber ) Tiera ) 
(a) Stamp: 190 x 27. 
Date: 503/4 or 518/18 or 1353/4. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 9, sect. zd. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi: ғ. 


1, 370 X 370 X 40, 
(1) Mamboury's notes. 





ПЕТ() 


No accessory 
1061 E 
г. INABATIET 
iv(Gueniivoc) а” [ar ) Петі, ) 
(a) Stamp: 118 x24. 
Date: 417/18 or 432/34. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect; 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.480 X 450/00 x y s. 
[1] Mambaury's nates. 





2. INABAIICT 
імібіктібтос) а” Доц ) Пет() 
(а) Stamp: що x 25. 
Date: 417/18 or 442/). See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.480 X 340/108 x40, 
ғ [r] Mamboury's notes. 


1262 
і. IMAHATIC,L 


ім(бистиймоєс) В Bal) Петі ) 


(a) Stamp: 165 x 3c. 
Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yohu Piyer Lon 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokaji, and Klod Farer Caddesi: т, 
1, 400 X 390 K Ff. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1263 
т. «INAZBBATIGTU 
+ іУб(петиймос)в f Bod ) Пея()с 
(a) Stamp: (110) x 37. 
Great Palace, excayations in the Peristyle area in 193 $2438, 1n 
road outside dig: 1, 
1.380 x 385 x 4c, na. 27. 
[1] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 58, neg. 201. 
The complete reading is given in the brickstamp notebook, 
1064 
1. “ПЕТА8 
+ Пе) б 
(а) Stamp: 139-42 & 52-34. 
Unknown: 2-6. 
1. (215) x(185) x40, AM уо. з. (165) x (227) x46, AM 71. 
3.340 х(195) X 44754, AM 91, 4. (260) x (368) x 35-42, AM өз. 
$2 X? X35, AM ттд. 6. (210) x (180) x 36-52, AM тух. 
[1] Вага пев. 94.4.2 1 (1), 22 (2); 94.5.26, 27 (3), 28 (4); 95.1.23 
(52. 
(b) Probably from the area of the excavations іт 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
т. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[т] Mamboury"s notes. 
(c) Inthe area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 and 
1998-бо between Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[т] Dirimtekin, "Роше", 186 na. 3. 


1264 
і. +1МӘ1ГПЕТ 
+1м(дїкт1ймос]& іу” ller) 
(а) Unknown: 1. 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] 5arlin-Dongny, Inscriptions’, ду no. бу, 
1066 
1. ]- BATIET 


1. Ba( ) Пе) 


= ж- 


CATALOGUE 327 


(а) Land Walls. About 2,505 m. north-east of Topkapt (Le. in the 
region of the Pentapyrgion). 
(1) Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Marque’, 315. 


Accessory I 
1067 
г. JATIETI 
Plen ) Пет) 
(a) Stamp: ? x 32. 
Binhirdirek cistern. East wall, in tambour. 
[1] Wulzinger, 'Substruktionsbauten', 386, fig. 16 no. 4. 


ПЕТРОҮ 


SINGLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION 


1068 
1. NACITIGTPo 
(Ovà(uerubvoc)s y ПЕтро(у) 
(a) Stamp: 195 х 54. 
Church of Christ Philanthropos, Near tower то of Sea Walls 
("Tower of Theophilus"): 1. 
1, 370 XP X45. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, fig. бо no. т. 
[2] Mamboury's notes, 


тобо 
i. ПЕТРО 
ЇЇ|ётро({ю) 
(а) Stamp: (дб) x 29. 
Kalenderhane Сати. B4 in baulle т. 


1, (205) * (187) x 39. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Аҙо, 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
No accessory 


1270 
і, SITAI 
Петром 
(a) Stamp: 94 х 39. 
Dare: ғоу-22, Sce Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
5t Polyeuktos, Level убо т, 
1, Mà. 1272, 360 4 ? 4 355-18. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 1319, А23. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
103.33. 


Accessory A 

1071 

1.ГЕТРОУ А 
Пётра a 


(a) Stamp: 136 x 33 (right-hand end)-37 (centre). 
Unknown: 1. 
1.330 X 33a X 35-50, AM 294 (old no. 211? (last digit in 
doubt) ). 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.2. 15a, 16a, 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTIONH 


1072 
і. JNETPO 
] Méxpof 
(a) Ruins near Topalian Наги, in the area bounded by Носа Ham 
Sokağın Kaputcular Sokagi, and Kanreioglu Sokagi 
[1] Meliopoulos, “Topothesia’, 230 по. 4. [2] Schneider, 
“‘Ziepelstempel’, 285 по. 36 (erroneous). 


MULTIPLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION 


Layout: Inseription arranged around cross formed thus. 
No accessory 
1073 
LERH 
+S 
T P 
+ Петр(о) Еу(біктийуос) у" 
(а) Stamp: 85 x62. 
Date: early біб century. See Parr П, Ch. топо. 15. 
Unknown: 1, 
1.2 x2 34,1AM 74.4 PT, once in Robert College. 
[1] Mango's nores (rubbing). 
1974 
ІІ e» 
ТЖ 
[T] РО 
+ [ME] (о) ви(біктийнос) а” 
(а) Stamp: (65) х 8, 
Date: early 6th century. See Part П, Ch. то no. 15, 
Kalenderhane Camii. Exonarthex T 1/2: т. 
1: (235) * (218) x42. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Ез. 


107% 
і. [I & m 


+ | 
Т РЕ 


жПЕтіңот) іу(біктийуос) ifi 
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(а) Stamp: 86 x 73. 
Date: у 18/9, See Part I, Ch. g, sect. за, 
St Polyeuktos, Level 165: 1. Level 252: 2. Level бао: 3, Level 
700*1 4. 
г, Мо, 101. 2, Mo, 746. 3. Чо. 714. 4. Мо. 526. 
Notes: 1-4. One brick measures ? x ? x 40. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 220, Eg. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
10.2.7 (3). 


1576 (no entry) 


1077 
EG 
+ ox 
T РҮ 
+ LIéxp(ov) вм(биєтиідмос) iy 


(a) Stamp: 91 x 66, 
Date: 4 19/20. See Part IT, Ch. o, sect. aa. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 898: 1, Level 909°: 1, Level 15017: 3. Level 
10057: 4. Level 1362*: 5. Unknown: 6, 
т. No. 683, 2. No. 414. 3. No. 652. 4. No. 846. $, No. 1119. 
6. No. 1398. 
Notes: 1-6, One brick measures ? x ? x 40-45. 
[1] Hill, "Bricksramps', 220, Era. [2] Sarachane archive пер, 
то.2.14 (1), 10.3.15 (5). 


ПЕ ы 
+ 
TPY 


+ Патріот) é&v(&uriüwoc) vr 


(а) Stamp: Approx. 94 x 65. 
Date: 519/20. See Part П, Ch. ә, sect. за. 
ot Polyeuktos, Level 844*: т. Level 852°: 2, Level 924 (pier, 
eastern end, debris): 3-4. Level 925*: є, Level o77*: 6—7. Level 
gor: 8, Level тооо?: 9. Level того: то. Level rrog®: 11-13. Level 
III2: 14, Level 1362": 16-17, Unknown: 18-21, 
rMo. 84, 3. No. 536, 3. No. тоғ:. 4. Мо, 1058. p Мә, төзу. 
8, No. 488. 7. No. 492. 8. No. 661. 9. No. 633A. іс. No, 888. 
11. No. 635. 12, No. 1401. 13. Мо. 596. 14. No. 1402. ty. Мо. 
2113, 16. No 1122, 17. Мо. 1125, 18. No. бут. 19. No. 1300. 
20. Mo. 1403. zr. Мо, 1404. 
Notes: 1-21. One brick measures ? x? x 34-50. 
[1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps’, 220, Бл s. Га) Saraghane archive negs. 
16.2.16 (18) 

(b) Stamp: (ут) x (&1). 
Dare: early &th century. See Part П, Ch. то no. 15. 
Unknown: з, 
i. Brick cur to circular shape, yoo diameter x до thick, AM зо 
(old no. 92). 
ІП Bardil! neg. 34.2.17. 


з. Same as type t or 2, 


(a) Several variants. 
Date: 519/20. See Part IT, Ch, o, sect, 22. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 924 (pier, eastern end, debris): 1, Level 
1053; 2. Unknown: 1-4. 
r. Mà. topy 2, Mo. 1166. 3. Mo. ту99, 4. No. 1406. 
[x] Hill, “Brickstamps’, 220 E141 ў, 
4. MEn 
d a > 
T РІВ 
The photograph shows a faint trace of a bar over the nu, iota and 
gamma. 


+ Пётр(оо) év(Gueridwoc) тү” 


(а) Stamp: 83 x 65. 
Date: 519/20. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. за, 
St Polyeuktos. Level 898: 1. Level roco”: 2, Level таст?: 5, 
Level toro: 4. Unknown: %-13- 
т. Чо. 684. 2. No, 672. 3, No. 657. 4. No. 1136. 5. No. 463. 
б. Мә. 1390. 7. No. 1391. 8. Мо. 1502. 9, No. 1393. те, Мо. 
1394. 11. No, 1395. 12. No. 1196. 13. No. 1397. 
Motes: 1-13. One brick measures ? x ? «30-35. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps’, 220, E13. [2] Saraçhane archive дер, 
10.2,12. dex 


1078 
“Г.П €[.] 
Риб 
T Pw 
+ Пётр(оо) єм(біктибмос) [.. 7] 
(а) Stamp: Ер хбт. 
Date: 507-22. See Part ЇЇ, Ch, 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 272: 1. 
т. Mo, 1142, 2X ? худ. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 220, Eta. [2] Sarachane archive neg. 


TRATI, 


TOTO 
t. ПО ғ, 


С.1 

+ [z] 

T PP 
Петр(оу) |Еу(біктіӛуес), 1. 


(а) Stamp: (67) х 68. 
Date: early 6th century, See Part IT, Ch. то na. 15. 
Fethiye Camii. 


[1] Mango's notes. 


Accessory А 
тобо 

. IA € h 

+ Ж 

T Pw 


Петров) Ез(біктийуос) ху З 
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(a) Stamp: бо x 65. Accessory Х 
Date: 519/20. Sec Part П, Ch, 9, sect, 2а, rag 
St Polyeuktos, Level 760*: т, Level yaa: 2, Level 813*: 3. Level à; i є u 
gall: 4. Level pog”: s. Level оуу: 6-8, Level бот: 9. Level таза”: | 4 Е 
12-1 1. Level 1559: 12. Level rrog*: 13. Level 1136: 14. Level T pxw 


1196: 15. Unknown: 16-18. 

t: Na. 474. 2. No. 624. 3. No. 626, 4, No. 405. $, Мо. 387. 

6. No. 513. 7. No. сту. 8. No. 567. ә. No, 1412. 15, Мо. 6465. 
11. No. буул. 12. No. #76. 13. Мо, рг. 14. No. 39у. 

15: Мо. 468. 16, No. збо. ту. Чо, 1413, 18. Мо. 1451. 

Notes: 1-18. One brick measures ? x ? x 32-45. 

[т] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 220, E16. [2] Saraçhane archive neg, 
1.2.18 (8). 


Accessory Y 

тобі 

iE ш 
RE 


T 
T PYU 


+ [létp(ow) ev(Surtubyoc) iy v 


The photographs show little indication of the accessory attested by 
Hill. 


(а) Stamp: (82) x ($6). 
Date: 519/20. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 23. 
3tPolyeuktos, Level 920” (pier, eastern end, debris): 1. Level 
937°: 2. Level 15547: 3. Level 1259: Unknown: 5-6. 
1. No. оту. 2. No. то88. 3. Mo. тобу. 4. Мо, 881. с. No. 1414. 
6. No. 1415. 
Notes: 1-6. One brick measures ? x 2 x 32-40. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 220, Еу. [2] Sarachane archive negs. 
19.2,21 (4), 2.2.22 (1). 


ro82 
„пїЄє ы 


$ З 

T Р с 

+ ПЕсрі ого) £v(Suetuaivac) y u 

(а) Stamp: 84 x б3. 
Dare: 519/20, See Part П, Ch. 9, sect; 23. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 43: 1. Level 165: 2, Level 831*: 3. Level 
912^: 4. Level 924 (pter, eastern end, debris): s. Level тоса”; 6, 
Level toot*:7, Level roar”: В. Level 1380": 9. Unknown: 
10-17. 
т. No. 290: 2. No. 112. 3.Мо, 629. 4, Мо. caza. %. Мо, 1049. 
6. No. 6344. 7. No. 626A, Ж. Mo. 897. 9. No. 1164. го. No. 
645. 11. No. 1416. 12. Mo. 1417. 13, Mo. 1418. 14. No. 1419. 
1%. No, 1420, 16, Ма, тагт. ту. No, 1412, 
Notes: 1-17. One brick measures 42a x? x 35-50. 
[1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps’, 220, E18. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
16.2.19 (8). 


+ Fiécp(pu) ev(Guctuiivec) vy y 


(а) Stamp: (чо) x61. 
Date: 519/20, See Part 11, Ch, 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 515: r, Level 893; 2. Level $98: 3. Level 
got: 4. Level тоос“: s. Level raa: *: 6-8. Level 1o95: 9. Level 
тото: то. Level 1121 ("Baptstery’, west wall, south end): гі. 
1. Мо. 6414. 2. No. 663. 3. No. 6434. 4. Ма. 660. s. No. 6264. 
6. No. 6444. у. No. 656. 8. No. 680, 9. No. 862, 
12. Мо, 1134. 11. No. 799. 
Notes: 1—11. One brick measures ? x ? x 36-40. 
[1] Hill, “Brickstamps', 22, Erg. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 


10.2.20 (7). 


May or may not bave carried accessory 


1084 
& II EL] 


+Пётр(ол) (йм(біктиймос) . . 1 


(a) Stamp: Approx. (66) x (ус). 
Dare: ¢o7—22. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level г 58: т. Unknown: 2. 
1. No. 155. 2. No. 1423. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures 2 x 2? x 45. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 221, E20. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
16.2.27 (1). 


108$ 
т. + T Tésgtou) with indiction i[V/er]h6* 


(а) Several variants. 
Date: ¢.518-sa1. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 725*: т, Level 8577: 2. Level 924 (pier, 
eastern end, debris): 3-4. Level 1005*: 5, Level roy: 6. 
Unknown: 7-13. 
т. No. 338. 2. No. 269: 3. No. 1027, 4. Мо. тост. p Мо. 867, 
6. No. 1165. 7. No. тла. 8. No, 1406, 9. No. 1407. 10, No, 
1458. 11, Мо 1409. 12, No. igre, 13. Mo. t411. 
[1] Hill, *-Brickstamps', 221 E1429. 


Layout: Inscription arranged around cross formed thus Я 


1086 
ПЕ m 
d» + 
Ж 
ТР ü 


+ Псріом) Ем (блютибмає) «У 





30 CATALOGUE 


CATALOGUE 331 


(а) Stamp: 86 x62. 1089 22-15. Level 1380": 214-15. Level 1381: 216-22. Unknown: Layout: Inscription not arranged around a cross 
Date: early біб century. See Part II, Ch. го по. r5. n TT ЖІ 113-4. сез 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1. + т. No. 79. 2. No. 306. 3, Mà. 275. 4. No, 276. 5. No, 285. й 
| к us Tw 1, 4 EMSIV 
1. (248) (197) x 42. al б. No. 200. 7. No. 115. 8. No. 274. 9. No. тбо. 15, No, 161. ПЄТРОҮ 
[1] Peschlow, “Brickstamps’, Ez. + Tlétp(ov) єУ(біктиймос) Й" по. 181, ta, Мо, 76. 1з. No. 84. 14, No. 86. 15. No. ros. " — 
(a) Sc y 16. No. 125. іу. Na. 124. 18. No. 178. 19. No. 198, 20. Мо. + Ev(Suetudivoc)s 18" ПЕтроі» 
a) Hamp: 90 x75. r187. z1. No. tras. 22. M0. 1144. 23. No. 1261. 24. No. 1242 5 : 
e: 518/19. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. за. prince гик сн Му VISUELLE YA 
LM ns Spee ie ан Зема Nay s З Due ey recy О О 
в x | NS Ж No ЖА 5 No нач 2 409. jo. No. 449. 31, No. 246. уз, №. 478. 53. No. 570. Kalenderhane Сати, Unknown: 1. 
ж - No. 538. 2. No. 1 aren Sis 34. No, 472. 3$. No. узу. 36. No. 481. 37. No. 326. 38. Мо. т, (205) x (205) x зо. 
ғ Notes: 1-3- One brick meastires 2 x ? x 36. қ їз©. 39. No. 465. 40. No. 558. 41. No. doz. 42. No. боз. [1] Peschlow. "Brickstamps", By 
TP ш ix] e (osi Qi E22. [2] Sara hane archive negs: 43. No. 604. 44 No. 288. 45. No. 386. 46. No. 372. 47. No. ? 
+ Пёср{ою) бу(біктібмос) 18” аны Ж 379. 48. No. 415. 49. No. 437. so, Мо, 438. ст. Na. 479. 
1 
(a) Stamp: 86 x60. e er. ya Мо, бі: $3- не сей җе m 75. No. А 56. Мо. 
Dite: тге/і; бес Part II, Ch. 9, н, аш 5 5 о қаға, e F ue эр de ir WITHOUT INDICTION 
Sr Polyeuktos. Level 827: 1. Unknown: 2. TP № кд PAGS, ата, 03 MO JE ЖЫ. 396. ЭЕ No, 


1. No. 1382. 2. No. 15319. 

Notes: 1-2. One brick measures х? х зу, 

[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 225, E8. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
10,2,6 (2). 


-ayout: Inscription arranged around cross formed thus Че 


го88 


ы 
- 


п € 


+ 
T T 


+ [IÉrp(ov) ім(блктибмос) 18^ 


(a) 


(b) 


(с) 


Stamp: 89 x 68. 

Dare: 118/19. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 22. 

St Polyeuktos. Level 295: 1, Level 851*: 2. Level фут: 3. Level 
тові" (pier, western end, in site): 4. Level 1292: 5. Unknown: 

5-8. 

:.Мо. 188, 2. №о. дуу, 3. No. 1288. 4. Мо. 725. 5, No. тору. 

6. No. 1383. 7. No. 1584. 8. Nn. туу. 

Motes: 1-8. One brick measures ? x ? x 30739. 

[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 220, Его, [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
10.2.8 (5). 

Stamp: 9r хут, 

Date: 518/19. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. га. 

St Polyeuktos. Level 724: f. Level 908: a. Level 991: 3, Level 
1003: 4. Level тото: у. Level 1038: 6. Level 1059: 7. Level тобі" 
(pier, western end, debris): 8. 

1. No. ёту. 2. No, 594. 3. No, 662, 4. No. 374. 5. Ко. 1109. 
6. No. 1075. 7. Na $73. 8. No. 741. 

Mores: 1-8. One brick measures ? x Р x 35-40. 

[1] Hill, "Bricksamps', 220, E11. [2] Saraçhane archive пер». 
1015 (5), томата (4). 

Several variants. 

Date: 518/15. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect, 22. 

бе Polyeuktos. Level 272: 1. Level 7o2*: 2. Level 867: 3. Level 
госу: 4, Level 1a29*: s. Unknown: 6-9, 


t. No. 1143. 2. Мо, 6174. 3. No. 546. 4. Мо. 671, $. No. 1286. 


6. No. 1386, 7. Mo. 1387. 8. Мо, 1388. 9, No. 1389. 
[1] Hil, 'Brickstamps', 225 Ето-11. 


+Пётр(ої) єм(бистиймосу її. 1 
(a) Stamp: (87) x61. 


Date: 526-22. See Part IL Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 

St Polyeukros. Leve! 724: 1, Level оз": 2, Level 1136: 3, 

1. No, 618. 2. No, 114. 3. Мо. ттог. 

Mores: 1-3. One brick measures ? x? x 30-45. — 

[1] Hill, 'Bricksramps', 221, Ez1. [1] Saraçhane archive negs. 
то, 2.23 (3), 10.2.24 (1). 


Layout: Inscription arranged around а cross of various types. 


1091 


т. + TIétp(ou) with indierion 1[V hy h /попе 


(а) Date: 567-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. за. 


St Polyeuktos. Level 32%: 1. Level у 57: 2. Level бт; у-у Level 94: 
6—8. Level 159: 9-10. Level 163": 11. Level 164: 12. Level 164: 
13-17. Level 172: 18, Level 217: 19. Level 252: 20. Level 272: 
21-2. Level 484: 23-4. Level $19: 15. Level удо: 26. Level 642: 
27. Level 667: 28, Level бу: 29, Level 674: зс. Level 692: 51. 
Level zoo": 3273. Level 713*: 34-5, Level 720: 36. Level 725*: 
37. Level 746*: 38. Level 828: 39. Level 8347: 40-3. Level E37*: 
44. Level ligo: 44. Level Вуз: 46. Level 859: 47-50. Level 867: 
51-7. Level 8247258. Level 878: үө, Level 898: бо, Level доб: бт. 
Level ооу: 62. Level 908: 63-4. Level 9097: 65-6. Level 9207 
(pier, eastern end, debris): 67-77. Level 9217: 789, Level 924 
(pier, eastern end, debris): Boy. Level 9277: 88. Level 933: 89. 
Level оуо: go. Level 953: 91. Level 962*: 92. Level 9777: 93-97. 
Level 989: 98. Level 991: ат, Level 992: тоо. Level 10007; 121. 
Level 1257: тоз. Level тоор": 103-5. Level 1029*: 106. Level 
тоте: 107-18. Level 1915" (pier, eastern end, debris): 119-21. 
Level 1038: 122. Level 1o47": 123-6. Level горох 127-44. Level 
12757: 145. Level 1677: 146. Level 10817 (ріст, western end, їп 
нин): 147-52. Level тові" (pier, western end, debris): 143-4. 
Level 1 102: 15$. Level 1108: 196. Level 1129*: 1457-64. Level 
1111: 164-8. Level 1121 ('Baptistery', west wall, south end): 
169-79, Level 1122: 180, Level 1129: 181. Level 11 35: 182. Level 
11447: 183-4. Level 1146: 185-6. Level 11597: 187. Level 1165^: 
188-9. Level 125 5?: rgo. Level 12407 191. Level 1292: 192. 
Level 1297": 193. Level 1306: 194-5. Level 1345: 196-9. Level 
1146: 200, Level 13484: 201-2. Level 1357: 205-4. Level 13627: 


* 


415. 66, Wo. 6244. 67, Мо. 927. 68. Ma. 911, 69, Мо, 912. 
75. Мо, 916. 71, No. 928. 72. No. 929. 73. No. озо. 74. No. 
932. 75. Mo. 934. 76. No. 1034. 77. No. 1035, 78. No. 1146. 
79. Мә. 1147. Во, No. 1022. 8t. No. тога. 82. No, 1042. 

Bs. No, тоду. 84. Мо. 1044. 85. No. тоз, 86. No, 1247. 

87. No: 1255. 88, No. rofa. Во, Na. 1636. до. No. 713. 

91. No. 719. 92. No. тодо, 93. No. 491. 94. No: 14. 95. Мо. 
554. 96, Mo. $55. 97. №. 711. 98. No. 678. 99, No. ат. 
тоо. No. уо. ror. Мо, 6234. тоз. No. 673. 103. No. 828. 
том. No. Bag. тоб, No, 858. 106, No. ттуу. тоу. Мо. 1029. 


108. No. тозо. 
112. No. 1110. 
116. No. 1155. 
120, No. тоўо. 
124. No. 1018. 


tog. No. 1231. 
113. Mo, 1136. 
117. No, 1157. 
121. No. 1371. 
124. No. 1019. 


Tra, Mo. таў. 
a14, No. 1 131. 
118, No, 1155. 
112, No. 1073. 
126. No. тозо. 


111. No. 1092. 
115. No. 1132. 
119. No. 1068, 
123. No, тогу, 
127. No. 868, 


128. No. 870, 129. No, 871. 190, No. 874. 131. No. 877. 
132. No. 878, 133. No. #79. 134. No. 880, тур. Мо. 882, 
136, No. 883, 137. No. 884. 138. No. 887. 139. Na. 1256, 


140. Mo. 1258, 141. No. 1259, 142. No. 1260, 143. No. 1265. 
144. Ma. z267. 144. No. 1066, 145. No, тозо, 147. No. 720. 
148. Чо, 721. 149. No. 723. гро. No. 728. r$1. No. 729. 
162, No. узо. 153. No. 742. 154. No. 744. 145, No. 404. 
146. No. 437. 157. No. g72. 158. No. $85. 149. No. £92. 
160, No. $93. 161. Мо, 95. 162. No, 597. 163, No. 598. 
164. No. 599. 16%. No. бо. 166. No. 611. 167. No, біз. 
168. No. ёту. 169. No. 788. туо, No. 790. 171. No. 791. 
172, Mo. 792. 173. No. 793. 174. Мо. 794. 175. No. 796. 
176. No. 798. туу. No. Ета, 178. No. 811. 179. No, 812. 


ІЕс. No, 381. 181. No. 436. 


184. Мо. 1246. 
188. No. 1214. 
192. No. 1038. 
196. No, 1201. 
zoo. Ma. 1201. 
254. No, 1200. 
208. No, 1120. 
212. Na. 1127. 
116. No. 1 160. 
220. No, 1151. 
224. No. 464. 


185. No. 1240. 
189. No. 1215. 
193. Мо. 1278. 
197. No. 1205. 
zor, No. 1242. 


25%. Ma. 1112. 


209. No. 1121. 
тїз. No. 1128. 
217. Mo. 1161. 
221, No, 1235. 


186. No. 241. 
192. Mo. 1179. 
194. Mo. тойд. 
rok. No. 1207. 
202. No. 1245. 
206. No. 1115. 
218, No. 1124. 
214. No. 1168. 
218. No. 1178, 
222, Mà. 1157. 


[т] Hill, 'Brickstamps", 221, E222. 


182. No. 1159. 183. No, 1245. 


187. Na. 1227. 
191. Мо, 1170. 
195. No. 1597. 
199. Мо. 1212. 
203. No, 1199. 
207. Мо, 1116. 
art. No, r 126. 
115. No, 1185, 
219. Mo. 1204. 
225. No. 320. 


Layout: Inscription arranged around a cross formed thus + 
No accessory 
1093 
t IT - 
+ 
T 2 
+Tlézp(ov) 
(а) Date: after 542, See Part IT, Ch. 9, вест. 20. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, ‘Brickstamps’, $5 no. зо. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 268 no. 83. 
(Б) Stamp: бо x 7o. 
Date: early 6th century. See Part П, Ch. то no. 15. 
Ruins between the Gülhane hospital and the Topkapi Sarayı 
fortification: r. 
12x? «40, 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


a 2 Il 
+ 

i b 

+ EIérp(ou) 

(a) Stamp: toy x 71. 
Date: 507-22, See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
5t Polyeuktos. Level 877: 1. Level 181: 1. Level 9777: 3. Level 
109: 4. 
1. Mo. 256. 2. №о, 41. 3. No. 318. 4. No. 1253. 
Notes: 1-4. One brick measures ? х? x 35-45. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 218, Ез. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
10.2.5 (4). 


Accessory A 


1294 
ы OTT 
+ 
AP b 
The inverted rho shown іп Mamboury’s sketch was perhaps an 
inverted tau. 


+ Петров) а 
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(а) Stamp: lor кус. 
Date: early бій century. See Part П, Ch. топо. r$. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1: 
1.2? x? x45, [AM ді. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


Layout: Inscription arranged around cross formed thus 4 
No accessory 


1295 
спе 
+ 
Т.Р 
+ Пётр(оо) 
(а) Stamp: 89 x 7o. 
Date: $0712. Sec Part I, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 


St 'olyeuktos. Level 151 (fallen уаш, debris): 1. Level 1005*: 2. 


1. No. 52. 2. No, 853. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? к? x 40. 
[т] Hill, "Brickstamps", 218, Ет. [2] Saraçhane archive пер, 
10.1,33 (1). 
Accessory K 
тодб 
т. П € 


+ 

Т РЯ 

+ Пётрҳор) x 

(а) Stamp: 94 X71. 
Date: 507-22. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 22. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 512°: r, Level уту: 2. Level 866: 3. Level 
867: 4. Level 1c05*: у. Level тоту" (pier, eastern end, debris): б. 
Level 10817 (pier, western end, in situ): 7. Unknown: 8. 
т. Мо. 645A. 2. No. 629A. 3. No. 540. 4. Na, 480. $. No, 859. 
6. Мо. 1067, 7. No. 724. 8. No. 1378. 
Notes: 1-8, One brick measures ? € ? R 34-40. 
[r] Hill, "Brickstamps", 218, Ez. (2) Saraçhane archive negs. 
10.1.34 (5), 10.1.35 (2), 10.1.36 (6). 

(b) Stamp: 95 x75- 
Date: early 6th century. See Part I, Ch. іс no. 15. 
Ruins between the Gülhane hospital and the Topkapi Sarayı 
fortification: 1. 
1,?x?)x40 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


Accessory ^ 
1097 
Пе 
+ a 
T PA 
+ Tlétp(ow) А 
(a) Stamp: 83 x 7o. 
Date: 507-22. бее Part IT, Ch. у, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 252: 1. Level 677: 2. Level тові" (pier, 
western end, im зім): з. Level тойт ® (pier, western end, debris): 
4. 


t. No, 1188. 2 No. 251. 3. No. 727. 4. Na. 745. 

Notes: 1-4, One brick measures ? x ? x 35-40. 

[1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps’, 218, Ез. [2] Saraçhane archive neg: 
$39.23 (2). 


Accessory IN 


то98 
[nie 
+ 


ІТІ РИ 

+ [FT)é[e]p(ov) v 

(a) Stamp: (Во) мує, 
Date: 507-22. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sext. га. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 158: т. Level доб: 2. 
1. Mo. 156. 2. No, 376. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x? x 40-45. 
[т] Hill, "Bricksramps', 218, Ез. [з] Saraghane archive neg: 
10.2.1 (2). 
Unknown: 1. 
т. (тво) x (146) x 38-44, АМ 379. 
[1] Bardill neg. 95.8.15. 


Accessory O 


1299 

& T ТЄ 
Б 

T PO 


+ ПЕН ом) o 


(а) Stamp: Approx. 84 х бо. 
Date: 527-22. Sec Part ЇЇ, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
5: Palyeuktos. Level 8517: 1. Level 10817 (pier, western end, i 
site}: 2. Unknown: 3-4. 
1. No. 450. 2, No, 722. 3. No. 7453. 4. No. 1379. 
Notes: 1-4. One brick measures ? x? x 40. 
[1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps’, 218, Es. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
10,2.2 (1). 


Accessory Y 
1122 
іп € 
* 
T FX 


+Tlétp(ov) u 


(a) Stamp: Approx. 84 x 61. 
Date: 527—223. Set Part IT, Ch, 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 164: 1. Level 165: 2-3, Level 725*: 4. Level 
738: є. Level 859: 6. Level 1005*: 7. Unknown: 8-9. 
г. No. 75. 2. No. зоб. 3. Мо. 116, 4. Мә. 362. p No. 354. 
6. o. 422. 7. No. 83x. B. No. 223, 9. No. 486. 
Notes: т-д. One brick measures ? x ? x 35-42. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 218, Еб, [2] Saraçhane archive negs. 
10.2.3 (6), 12.2.4 (7). 
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IIO] 
1. Similar to 1694-1166. 


(a) Several variants. 
Date: 507-22. See Part Il, Ch. 5, sect. 23. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 484: 1. Level 9207 (pier, castern end, 
debris): 2. Level тоту (pier, eastern end, debris): 3. Level тобі" 
(pier, western end, im situ): 4. Unknown: 5-6. 
т. Mo. 1262, 2. Mo. 935. у, Мо, 1069. 4. №о. 726. 5. No. 1580. 
6. No. 1331. 
[т] Hill, *Brickstamps', 318 E1-6. 


Layout: Inscription arranged around cross formed thus + 
No Accessory 


1102 
. IY ET 
+ 
Р OY 
+ Петро 
(a) Stamp: &2 x 56. 
Date: early 6th century. See Part П, Ch. то no. 15. 
Church at Yuga Tepesi 1. 
1. 360 x здо X бо. 
[1] Eyice, 'Remarques', 194, fg. 3. [2] Mamboury's notes. 
a.II ет 
ks 
В OY 


“Петров 

(а) Hebdomon (Ваісгібу). 
Date: early 6th cenrury. See Part IT, Ch. топо, 15. 
[1] Sarlin-Dorrgny, "Inscriptions", 92 по, 43, pl. 14 по, 8. 
[2] Mango, “Brick Stamps’, 21, fig. з (top row, right). 


Accessory А 
1103 
“ІП Єт 
Фо «б 
P OY 
Питро» а 
(а) Stamp: 78 хт. 
Date: early 6th century. Sec Part П, Ch. 10 no. ту. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1, 
T. 375 S347 хас. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


Accessory Ө 


1104 
II ЄТ 


P СӨ 
Méxpo(v) в" 


(a) Date: after $32. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. зс. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building ї or 2. 
[1] Gray, "Brickstamps', 5) no. 12. 


Layout: Inscription not arranged around cross 
110$ 


1. «Пе. 
ТРОҮ 


+ Tlétpou + 
(а) Stamp: 64 х 43. 
Probably from the area of the txcavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: г. 
т. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 83-85 x 49-51. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
t. 362 Х(255) X 3541, AM 387. 2.2 4 2 X 38, AM 388. 
[т] Bardill negs. 95.8.32 (1), 31, 32 (2). 
IIOÓ 
t. «Пет 
POY« 
+ Пётраю + 
(a) Unknown: 1, 
т. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inseriptions’, 94 no. у. 
2. «ПЕТ 
PON. 


+ Пётро + 

(a) Stamp: 110 x? 
Rumeli ват т. 
т. Not mn situ, ? X ? X 6a. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


з. Probably the same as type r ora. 


(a) Stamp: 94 к (56). 
Date: early 6th century. See Part IT, Ch. ro no. 15. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane, Water source. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Marganes, 104, fig. 119 no. 1. 
[2] Mamboury’s nates. 


тіс? 


1. TI[ET] 
РЫГА] 


П[с]ро [+] 


(а) Ruins at Kigikval, upper floor: 1. 
1.Рк? хдо. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


SINGLE-LiNE On MULTIPLE-LINE 


тов 
і. TETI 


Пе: 





Е 
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(a) Stamp: (70) х 36. | 
Dare: 507-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level бү: т. 
1.Мо, 255, х? X 45. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 212, A22. [1] Saraçhane archive neg. 
g.11.93. 


CIRCULAR 
ПЕТРОҮ 
1129 
1. ne 
INTA 
ЕРУ 
Tlétpov ivé(ucnéivoc) а” 
(a) Stamp: 109 diameter. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault. . 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango and Hawleins, “Fenari Isa 
Carnii', 183 по. 5 (mentioned). 
(b) Stamp: 105 diameter, 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: (many) 1. 
[3520 X350 X 40730. - 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, “Fenari Isa 
Camii’, 183 no. 5 (mentioned), 
(c) Stamp: 108 diameter (inner boundary), 
Fenari isa Camii: 1. 
1. (240) x (242) x 30715, AM 156. | : 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari 
Isa Camii', fig. 39 no. 5. [3] Bardill neg. 94.19.22: 
(d) Stamp: тто diameter. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault. | 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, 'Fenari Isa 
Camii', 183 по. 5 (mentioned). 
(е) Stamp: 120 diameter. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
1.2 x? ха LAM 8o. » 
[т] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, Fenari Isa 
Camii’, 183 по, 5 (mentioned). 


1112 

t. Пё 
INTA 
SPIE 


Tlétpow убити ос) t" 


(а) Starhp: 108 diameter, 
Remains destroyed іп 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sakag: 1. 
1, 380 X 370 X Go. 
[1] Mamhoury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, Fenari Isa 
Camii', 183 no. 5 (mentioned). 


O(EO)Y XAPIC ITETPOY 


1111 (no entry) 


1112 


ІС 
ӨЄӨ(ко}б zapte Пекром ім(бостиїмосЙ/ 
(а) Stamp: 110 diameter. 
Date: тоза or 518/19 ог 533/4. See l'art П, Ch. 9, sect. 2d, Ch. 
то по. 7. 
Remains on lsmeriye Caddesi North group: І, 
т. 780 x 70 X уо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 108-113 diameter. 
Date: early dth century. Sec Part IT, Ch. ro no. 7. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. 390 X 376 x 55, [AM т. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


(c) Stamp: 115 diameter. 


Date: j03/4 or $:8/9 or 533/4. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2d, Ch. 1c 


nn. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 пеаг Cemal Nadir Sokağı 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
xs DT 
ГЕТХРё 
INAIB 
р 
I 
ЕҚғо)ӛ yip Пётр) iv(Buerubvoc) Y 
(a) Stamp: 115 diameter. 


Dare: раз/а or 118/19 ог 5353/4. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. zd, Ch. 


зо no. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir болар), 
[1] Mamboury % notes. 


1113 
L БҰ 
IIX€ 
ТРАОХ 
TNPIT 
1С 
Eleni уйіме Птрог tv(Buerivoc) му" 
(а) Stamp: тіз diameter. 
Dare: early dth century. See Part I1, Ch. то na. 7. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: т. 
т. 370 x 370 4 єс, [AM то. 
[2] Mamboury"s nates. 
(b) Stamp: 115 diameter. 


Date: оця or 519/an ог 534/54. See Part II, Ch. 9; sect. zd, Ch. 


rona. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
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35 
ПЕТРОҮ AIAKONOY EYTOIXIANOY 


1118 
1. ГЕТЧВЛІА 





n Бе: 

жПЕТРОУТГМ) 

АЛАА +[..] 

Monogram no, 59. 

+ Пётра ШУ)б(іктийуос) wati] 

(a) Stamp: rabula (121) x 42; roundel 42 $34. 
Hagia Sophia. Reused to repair the Turkish wall, in a corner 
and to the right of the alley as ane faces the north entrance to 


the narthex: 1. 
І.Е? x yo, 
[1] Mango's notes (from rubbing). 


ПЕТРОҮ AIAKONOY 





MurrIPLE-LINE 


111% 
т. METE. 
МАСН 
Пер а (кбуозДет 
The final ега may have been either a indiction or an accessory, 
(a) Stamp: 80 x65. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bih-: Hümáyün. Upper storey: t. 
ї. 360 X 360 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


CRUCIFORM 
1116 
1. «ITET[POY]AIAK 
"Петро! блаж/буєт) 
(а) Stamp: 132 x? Left-hand arm is 25 mm. high, 
Unknown: 1. 
t. LAM (CK) ао, 81. 
[т] Mango's notes. 


ПЕТРОҮ АТАКОМОҮ ЕҮСТАӨНОҮ 


III7 
т. ГЕТРОУЛІАК 
EYCTAOHOY 
Петром bta(óvon) Ебставіюц 
(а) Stamp: 149 x 4g. 
Unknown: 1-3. 
1, 2x 2x42, AM 61. 2. 362 X[198) x 34-47, AM 143. 3. (384) x 
(152) x 42744, AM 442. 
[1] Вагай megs. 94.4.7, 8 (1); 95.13.29, зо (3). 


&€YTOIXIAN 
TIérpov бидікдуов) Еотмулам(ої) 
(а) Stamp: тат x (41). 
Kalenderhane Camii Unknown: т. 
i. (220) X (210) x 34. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Ват, 
(b) Stamp: (117 from left-hand upright of pi to the right-hand side 
of the iota ia line 1) x? ь 
Unknown: 1. 
т. (224) ¢(225) х48, АМ 147. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.7.22. 
(с) Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Firene: 1. 
г. ? 4 ? X 4o, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mambonury's notes. 
(d) Date: after узг. See Part II, Ch. ә, sect, ас. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In ог near Building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps', 5 no. 31 (omitting ligarure of рі and 
epsilon), [2] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 268 по, 88, [3] Mango, 
"Brick Stamps’, 25. [4] Manacorda, ‘Bolli larerizi", 147 n. 188, 


ПЕТРОҮ AIAKONOY AOYAHANOY 


1119 
1. OAATASTTAI 


YOM.AHAYOA 
Песроз баспоо (моб) AovAnavot 
(а) Stamp: 145 x 42. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault, wall at the bottom: 1. 
1. 386 x 370 х уо, bright red colour. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: (99) x45. 
Unknown: r. 
1, Once in Robert College, ? x? x 43-52, АМ reo. 
[17 Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Bardill neg. 94.8.21. 
(c) Stamp: ? x 4o. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane, Nearby debris, 
[1] Mamboury"'s nores. 


IIETPOY EYTENIOY 





1І20 


1. [FATAN] 


ҮИЭТҮЭ 
ПТ тро] Едууєм(іо)м 
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(a) Stamp: (7o) «36. 
Date: 507-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. та. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 65: 1. 
1. No. 255, ? x 1 X 45. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 210, A22. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.11.94. 


CIRCULAR 
TIETPOY 


1109 
1, Te 

INTA 

apPv 

Tlétpov іуб( оспібуює) а” 

(a) Stamp: 105 diameter. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault. | 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 15а 
Camii', 183 no. 5 (mentioned). 

(b) Stamp: 105 diameter. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: (many) 1. 
1. 30 X 350 X 40750. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 1sa 
Camii’, 183 по. 5 (mentioned). 

(с) Stamp: 108 diameter (inner boundary). 
Fenari isa Camii: 1. 
т. (240) x (240) x 30-35, AM 156. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 
isa Сапа)", fig. 39 по, 5. [3] Bardill neg. 54.10.22. 

(d) Stamp: 110 diameter. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari Їза 
Camii', 183 no. 5 (mentioned). 

(e) Stamp: 126 diameter. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
1.2 x? x45, LAM Bo. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Вепагі Isa 
Camii’, 183 no. 5 (mentioned). 


Tite 

1. ПЕ 
INTA 
8РІЕ; 


Петров іу іктизуос) u^ 


(а) Stamp: 108 diameter. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokağı: т. 
1. 380 x 370 X 50. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari (ға 
Camii’, 183 no. 5 (mentioned). 


e(EO)Y XAPIC ПЕТРОҮ 


1111 (no entry) 


1112 
f. eor 
IIETXPS 
ПЧАТВ 
Р 

ІС 

ЄКео)б харас Петро ім(біктійуос) 1” 

(а) Stamp: 110 diameter. 
Date: yo3/4 ог 518/19 ог 533/4. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ad, Ch. 
Io no. 7. 
Remains оп ismetiye Caddesi. North group: 1. 
I. 38a x 370 X fo. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Stamp: 168-113 diameter. 
Date: early th century, See Part П, Ch. топо. 7. 
Unknown: 1. 
г. удо x 370 x 55, LAM r. 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 

(c) Stamp: 115 diameter. 
Date: роҙ/4 ог 18/9 ог 5 33/4. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 2d, Ch. то 


no. 7. 
Remains destroyed іп 1924 near Сета! Nadir Sokağı. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


2. ev 
ГЕТХРЕ 
INAIB 
P 
IC 


Є(єс)® yapre Петров» bv(Bucribvoc) B^ 
(a) Stamp: 1 1 5 diameter. 
Date: $23/4 or 518/19 ог 533/4. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. zd, Ch. 
16 no. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokağı. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


І113 
ы OY 
IXE 
ТРАОҮ 
INPIT 
IC 
©(ко)й убріс ПЕтроо lv(Buctiiwoc) тү” 


(a) Stamp: 112 diameter, 
Date: early 6th century. See Part II, Ch. 10 no. 7. 
Balaban Aja Mescidi: т. 
1.370 x370 X yo, LAM то. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 
(b) Stamp: 115 diameter. 
Date: то4/% or 5319/20 ог $34/ 5. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ad, Ch. 
10 no. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokağı- 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 





CATALOGUE 


TABULA ÁNSATA 


I114 
ve YU 
*TIE€TPOVI[N] 
АТА А +[..] 
Monogram no. 59. 
+ Пётроо Цу] (туос) 15^ є + [..] 
(a) Stamp: tabula (121) x 42; roundel 42 x 34. 
Hagia Sophia. Reused to repair the Turkish wall, in a corner 


and to the right of the alley as one faces the north entrance to 
the narthex: r. 


Т.?хіхдо, 
[1] Mango's notes (from rubbing). 


ПЕТРОҮ AIAKONOY 


RT ii ——M——— 


MurriPLE-LINE 
111% 
1. ПЕТР. 

МАСН 

Пётр. бе (кбуоч)сті 


The final eta may have been either an indiction or an accessory, 
(а) Stamp: Во x65, 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hümiyün. Upper storey: 1. 
т. 360 х 360 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


CRUCIFORM 


II16 
1, «ITET[POY]AIAK 
+ Пё[роо] Bvax(ovav) 
(a) Stamp: 132 x ? Left-hand arm is 25 mm. high. 
Unknown: І. 
г. IAM (СК) no. 81. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


IIETPOY AIAKONOY EYCTAOHOY 


1117 
1. [ETPOYAIAK 
EYCTAOHOY 
Пётроо біажібмом) Eócralfou 
(a) Stamp: 149 x 49. 
Unknown: 1-4. 
і. Р хРхд2, AM 6r. 2.365 (195) x 34-47, AM 134. 3. (285) х 
(150) x 40744, AM 442, 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.4.7, 8 (1); 95.13.29, 30 (3). 


335 
IIETPOY AIAKONOY EYTOIXIANOY 


1118 
і. TETTS ATA 
EYTOIXIAN 

Перо» &vx(xóvou) Eórotyvrv(ou) 

(a) Stamp: 141 x(43). 
Kalenderhane Сатай. Unknown: 1. 
1. (226) *(210) x 34. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps", Baz. 

(b) Stamp: (117 from left-hand upright of pi to the right-hand side 
of the iota in line 1) x? 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (224) x (115) x 48, AM 147. 
[1] Bardill neg. 54.7.23. 

(с) Probably fram the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1,? x ? хао, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(d) Date: after 532. See Part II, Ch. ә, sect. ac. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building т or 2. 
[1] Gray, “Brickstamps’, 55 no. зт (omitting ligature of pi and 
epsilon), [2] Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 268 no. 88. [3] Mango, 
"Brick Stamps’, 25. [4] Manacorda, "Bolli larerizi', 147 n. 188. 


ПЕТРОҮ АТАКОМОҮ AOYAHANOY 


1119 
і. OAAIASTTAI 
YOMAHAYOA 


Петров бихюбімог) ЛозАлауоф 


(а) Stamp: 149 «41. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault, wall at the bottom: 1. 
т. 380 x 370 x ро, bright red colour. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: (99) x45. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. Once in Robert College, ? x? x 43-50, AM тоо. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [>] Bardill neg. 34.8.27. 
(с) Stamp: ? хао, 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Nearby debris. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


ПЕТРОҮ EYTENIOY 





1120 
1, ГҮОЧТІЭ(П) 
YMSTYS 


71) тро) Evyev(to)u 
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(а) Stamp: 114 x 24. 
Probably from the area af the excavations in 1946-47 berween 
Hagia Sophia and Нара Eirene: 1. 
1, Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury’s nares. 


ПЕТРОҮ ЕҮКАДА() 


1121 
1. ВТТЭП+ 
ААХҮЭ 


Петро» Еукаб( ) 
(а) Stamp: 122 хі, 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 berween 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Firene: t. 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


IIETPOY EYCT(A)OIC, TIETPOY 
EYCT(AO)IC 


IIETPOY EYCT(A)OIC 


1122 
і. 8ЧІЗП» 
AIOeTov3 


Петров» Бост(й)Вис 


(а) Stamp: (123) x 15. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (330) x (205) x со, AM 09: 
[т] Bardill пер. 94.8.19, 20. 


ПЕТРОУ EYCT(A@)IC 


1123 
і. ВЧТЭП+ 
J2ITOY9 
+ Пётрох Eber{a@)ic 
(a) Date: after 532. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. о, sect. ъс. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. From the west side of the apsidal end of 
Building 2. 
[1] Gray, "Brickstamps", 53 no. 4. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 268 no. fo. 


= 


IIETPOY EYCT(AG)IC 


See ITETPOY ЕҮСТ(А)ӨІС, ПЕТРОҮ EYCT(AG)HC. 


IIETPOY MA[..]H 


1124 
1. НЧТЯП 
НГ... JAM 


+ Пікро» Мої... 


(a) Date с. 32/3. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of the west doors, demolished 
November 1873. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Letter", 129 no. т. [a] Leclerca, 
"Estampilles', cal. 546 na. то, 


IIEIPOY NAYKAHPOY 
ITETPO(Y) NA(Y)KA(HPOY)S 


1126 
1. ПЕТРО 
NAKAS 
Пётро{%) ver(v)&A(npou)s 
(а) Land Walls, Tekfur Sarayı- d 
[1] Gedeon, "Engrapho:', 382. [2] Xenakis, 'Exakriboseis, 116 
no. 2, [з] Meliopoulos, "Topothesta', 231 (mentioned). 
[3] J. Kaleb, 129.2. [4] Feissel, "Inscriptions", 425 (mentioned). 
[4$] SEG 37 (1087) no. боб. 
(b) Stamp: 165 x 56. 
Unknown: 1. 
L2x?x47,1AM (CK). 
[т] Mango's notes. 
(c) St Euphemia іл Hebdomon (Bakirköy) (location according to 
Sorlin-Dorigny, but no such church 15 known). 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 91 no. 36 (omitting the final 
S). [2] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 268 no. Ві. 


IIETPO(Y) NAYE(AHPOY) 
1126 
1, ПЕТРО 
HAYK 
Iléxgo(u) мокро) 
(а) Pendik: Tomb opposite the church: (two). 
[1] Xenakis, "Exakriboseis', 116 по. 1. [3] J. Kaleb, 109.1. 
[3] Feissel, "Inscriptions", 42. 


IIETPO(Y) NAYK(AHPOY)S 
112 
i. (ЕПЕТТТО 
[MA]YKS 
[+ Tle}rpofu)[va)untypow)s 
(а) Stamp: (70) х 5. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAT (Ist) neg. 6596 (cast). [2] Mamboury’s notes (from 
east). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 








CATALOGUE 


ПЕТРОУ NAYE(AHPOY)S 


1128 
1. ПЄТРе 

МАҮК? 

Петровуезк( драм)» 

(а) Stamp: raf хо. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
L?x?xgo [AM 66, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


ПЕТРОУ МАУКЛІНРОУ) 


1129 
і. ПЄТР& 
МАҮКЛ 


Témou vauxA(fipov) 
(а) St Euphemia in Hebdomon (Bakırköy) (location according to 
Sorlin-Dorigny, but no such church is known). 


[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 3: no. 37. [2] Schneider, 
"Aegelstempel", 268 no. 81. 


IIETPOY NAYKA(HPOY)S 
1130 
т. «ПЕТРх 
NAVKA2 
+ Tlétpov vavkA(fpov)s 
(а) Stamp: 108 хо. 
Beyazit, excavations north of the University in 1948: 1. 


1.445 X400 X 4C. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


UNCERTAIN SPELLING 


1131 
1, -ПІЄГТРОУ| 
NAY[KAS] 


+ Пё[троо] voco[XA(fipoo)s] 
(a) Stamp: (61) x 58. 
Myrelaion debris. 


[1] Talbot Rice, Bodrum Сапа", туз, fig. 11 по. тә, [1] Talbot 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


1142 
і. ПЕЄТРІОУ) 
MAYXT...] 
Iétp[ou] мазі, . .] 
(а) Stamp: ? x 53. 
Rumeli Hisari. Loose: 1. 
1.? X * Xx 92. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


ПЕТРОҮ ПРЕСВҮТЕРОҮ 


1153 
1, TIETP 

STIPS 

Петрот пр(гс терен) 

(а) Stamp: 83 x 56. 
Date: shortly after the middle of the sixth cenrury. See Part IT, 
Ch. 11, sect. 11. 
Kalenderhane Camii Apse of North Church, із situ: 1. Vault of 
north cross-arm, filling: 2. А 
1,355 X335 хі. 2. (200) X(195) x 43. 
[т] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', B36 a, b. 

(Б) Stamp: 102 x 57. 
Dare: shortly after the middle of the sixth century. See Part IL 
Ch. rI, sect. 11. 
Kalenderhane Сати, Apse of North Church /2: 1-2, Vault of 
Byzantine drain below apse of North Church: 3. North-east 
corridor, north wall, door filling: 4. 
1. 348 x (123) x42. 2. (180) x (175) x 40. 3. (180) х (122) x 45. 
(140) X(125) хат, 
[т] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps", B36 c-f. 


ПЕТРОҮ ТЕОФІЛОҮ 





1134 
т. ВЧТӘП+ 
ІСТ 


+ Петро Teogi(Xaov) 
(а) Stamp: 110 x 3o. 
In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia: т. 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 110 x 4o. 
Hagia Sophia. Remains of the wall behind the ticker-office, 
south-west of the baptisrery: 1. 
1. 370 X 360 X со. 
[1] Mango's notes (from rubbing). 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1.370 X 365 X 55, AM 21, 2. (190) х(220) Xx 45-52, АМ 89, 
[r] Вага negs. 94.2.6 (1), 94. 5.24 (2). 


ПЕТРОУ | . JONPIC 


1135 
1. ЕТІЗПІ.| 
OIdNOI .] 


[.] Tittpov[. Jovpre 
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(а) Stamp: ? x 4o. 
Land Walls. Она Карат, 
1,242 х 40: 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


ПОЇ) 


Мо accessory 


1136 
т. ІМЕВАПО 


ім(биктийбмос) є" faf) Tol} 
(а) Stamp: 169 x 27. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. 380 X 358 х 54-68, AM 249. 
[1] Bardill пере. 34.13.33. 345 94. 14-f- 


1137 
1. INAIBATTIO 
ім(біктибуєс) ол” Bap( ) Tol ) 
(а) Stamp: 126 X 26. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. [AM (СК) no. 14, 310 X 310 X 40. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


1138 
1. INIBBAIIO 
імібіктібуос) В Ba( ) По) 


(а) Stamp: 180 x25. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1-2. 
1.3190 X390 x40. 2.350 x [Bo х бо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1139 
т. ОПААЯЛІЙІ 


ім(биктиіймос) 18° Papi ) of) 

(а) Stamp: 154 x23. 
Kalenderhane Camu, Unknown: 1-2. 
1.375 X 360 x 46, two breaks. 2.3754 х 365 x 41, one break, 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', А ут. 


1140 
1: INTIBATIO 
ім(дистиймогсу ум feal) TIo( ) 
(a) Stamp: тво x 41. 
Land Walls. Yeni Mevlevihane Карі: т. 
1,? x? хо, LAM 87,7 PT. 
[1] Bardill's notes, 


1141 
i. JAMO 
Me) o) 
(a) Stamp: ? x 27. 
Binbirdirek cistern. 
[1] Wulzinger, 'Substrukrionsbauten', 386, fig. i na. у, 


Accessory T 
1142 
i. ТОПАВТМІ 
iv(Bucrivoc) у" Bat ) По) y 
(a) Stamp: 165 x 28. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. ÍAM (CK) по, тб, fragment, ууа x? хдо, 
[1] Mango's nates. 


1143 
т. INXBITOT 


iv(ductidivee) е ВС) По( )у 
(а) Stamp: 141 x 34. 
Fenari Isa Camii: 1. e 
1, (350) x (230) x 41-50, AM 161. 
[т] Mango's notes (rubbing), [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 
isa Cami, fig. до по. 19, [3] Bardill neg. 94.10.82. 
(b) Stamp: 14$ x 33. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, 370 X 370 X 45, AM 102. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.2.312, 332; 95.4.72, Ва, 


Accessory К. 
1144 
1. КОПЧАЯІ,. 
V Be() 9 По()к 
(a) Great Palace, Area Ab: т. 
тх? x Go. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


Accessory А 


L145 
г. INEBATIOA 


iv(Bueriówoc) є" По) По ) А 


(а) Stamp: 120 x ую. 
Нара Eirene. Jn srt in a window sill of western gallery: 
(several) т. 
т. One brick measures 460 3 345 x? 
[1] George, St. Erene, pl. 16 no. тт. [2] Schneider, 
"ZiegelstempeL, 264 no. те, 


1146 
і. INZBATIOA 


імі(бактийуас) C^ Ba ) По) A 


қы —_ 


S = 


——— — =ш Е ш OAM = шан 
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(a) Stamp: (124) Х 29. 
"Васі" building beside the Myrelaion rotunda. 
[1] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Сатш", 173, fig. 11 no. 7. 
[2] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 265 no. ту, [3] Talbot Rice 
archive (rubbing). 


1147 
1. JBATIOA 


]Ba( ) По ) 7. 

(а) Stamp: ? x 3c. 
Great Palace. Area Ba: 1. 
1.? X ? X $n. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


ПОЇ ) АТ() 
WITH INDICTION 


1148 
І. INTBAUOVT 
iv(Bucridvoc)4" Вос ) По) Ay) 
(a) Stamp: t60 x 17. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Covering of vault of north cross-arm: 1. 
1. 367 x (270) x 41. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Аҙ2. 


1149 
1, IM&BAPTIOAT 


iv(Gieridvac) є" Repl ) Tiol ) АҮ) 
(a) Stamp: 142 x 20-22, 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
L?x?xjy 
[1] Mambaury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari Isa 
Cami, 183 no. 19 (mentioned). 
z, ТАЄВАРПОАГ 
ім(блиєтьбімос) e Вер ) FTa( ) "Ау ) 
(a) Stamp: 153 x 13. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
1.300 X 300 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, (2) Mango and Hawkins, "Редаг Isa 
о Cann, 183 no. 19 (mentioned). 
(b) Stamp: (145) x 19-2c. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (333) x (238) x 457557, AM 358 (old no. 124). 
[т] Bardili negs. 95.7.9, to. 
1150 
1. INOBAPIIOAT 
ім(бижтиймос) В“ Bapt) По() Ау) 


(а) Hebdomon (Balarkày). 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 91 по, 40. 


1. IMOBAPIIOAT 
ім(біжтиймос) B" Вер ) По ) ЛУ) 
(a) Stamp: 154 X 22. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: т. 
1, 2 Xx 2X 34. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Еепагі Isa 
Сапы", 183 no. 19 (mentioned). 


табл 
і. BJATIOAT 
Bla) По) 'Ay() 
(a) From ruins, possibly of a theatre, below Hayriye Hanim Sokağı 
at the Junction with Kible Sokag:. 
[1] Schneider, Byzanz, 93 no. 13. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel", 266 no. 47. 


1152 
і. BJAIIOAT 
Віа) По) Ам) 
(a) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?), 
[1] Meliopoulos, ‘Toporhesia’, 229. 


IIOKIAAOY 


1153 
1. DAIKTIOKTV АГ 


tv(dueriivec) 116° Покиббоги) 
Delta carved beneath superseded gamma. 


(a) Stamp: 215 xap (ends)-36 (centre). 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyaz), 1928. Great wall to the south of, and parallel to, the 
drain, and to the right of the southern base: (eight, complete or 
fragmentary) 1. 
т. 380 х 372 x 4074 s, mortar with crushed brick in small 
quantity adhering. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ПОЛЕ() or ПО(ҘАЕ() 


11%4 
т. INHBATIOA € 
iv(Guctidvac) пу Bed ) Toti Ae( ) 
імбіктийуос) тү” Во ) Подеї ) 
(а) Stamp: 165 x za. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.370% 370 X 55. 
[1] Mango's nores. 
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11% 
1, БІБАПОЛЕ 


Pu paf) По() Ae( ) 

ри" Ba ) Поле) 

(a) Stunp: (117) x 31. 
Unknown: 1. 
t. 298 x 298 x38, AM 266, 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.13.12. 


1146 
1. IMA& IBVdLIOVE 


імбіктімес) Ey] 8i Bap() Поб) Ael) 
{у (биктийуос) Er] 8v Bapt) Поле) 
Inverted gamma altered to delta by the addition of a diagonal 
stroke. 
(a) Stamp: 140 « 26. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1-6. 
1.390 X 390 хий, 2.4650 X 406 X 43, two breaks. 3.387 Куру X 
4I. 4.390 X385 X 46. с. Уа x (300) X 46, 6,385 Х(225) хаз. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, A33. 


IIOAYXPONIOY 


1157 
і. “ПОЛУ 


XPONIO 
VINAeL 


+ TloAwypovilov іуб/ютибмос)в у" 
(a) Stamp: 121 x79. 
Unknown: x. 


г. 377 X 370 x 54, AM 9. 
[1] Bardill negs. 24.1.172, 18a. 


1158 
1. +ПО[А] 
YXPO[NT) 
SINA[. .] 
+ Ele[A]oxpo[vi]oo імЕГ(іктібмас).. 7] 


(a) Stamp: (75) x79. 
Hagia Sophia. South-east burtress, upper room, loose: 1. 
1.2 x ху. 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


II49 
т, «ПОЛ 


YXPONI 

“INAL .] 

+ LIokvypoviou tvo(ucriüvoc) [.."] 

(а) Stamp: тоз x Ba. 
Augustaion, South-west corner of Hagia Sophia in a mass of 
bricks. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


ТІБО 
i +ПСҮА) 


YXPONT) 
BINL...] 
+ TIo[k]ogpa[vt]ov їМ(Можтиймос)» . .] 
(а) Stamp: (76) * 77. 
Unknown: 1. 


г, (165) x (292) x 55-4 1, AM улу. 
[т] Bardill negs. 95.8.77, 3. 


HOY() 


IIÓI 
1. INHBATIOY 
ім(биктиймос) т Bot ) Cowl) 
(a) Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1. Framed by fingermarks around 4 edges, and fingermarks 
running through stamp. 
[1] Mango's nates. 


IIOYPIOY 


1162 
1. IM AISTTIS PIS 


іб кт уос) y Поуорлуй 


(а) Stamp: 150 x 23 (сепоге)-б є (ends), 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1, 
т. удо x 370 X ba, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


nor 
I153 
n INEIBAPITO[ 
Ііу(біктаймос) e Вор ) По, 
(a) Stamp: 144 X 30. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: 1. 
1,2? xf Kyo. 


[1] Mambaury"s mores 


ПРО() ; 


їїбд 
і. INBIBAIIPO 


ім(йуктибумос) [i Bat ) Про у 


—————Ó———————— MM!aó—'——MÉÍ— U——Á— 


—_ 





CATALOGUE 341 


ПРОК() 


(а) Stamp: 185 x 32, 
Excavation near the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazıt), 1957. 
[1] Duyuran, "Bayazt’, рі. 8C. 


116% 

1. INTI+BATIPO 
ім(блютідмосу 4 + Bat ) Проб) 
(a) Scamp: 182 x 3o. 


Date: 429/30 or 444/5 or 459/60. See Part ЇЇ, Ch, g, sect, re, 


Şeker Ahmet Pasa Sokaji: т. 
I. 370 X 360 x jo. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


1166 
t. ІИГІЧЧАГІЧО 
ім(бактийуюс) ук" phe ) Про( ) 
JIA presumably in error, for ЧАЯ. Ср. 1167.1, 1492.1, 
(a) Stamp: 18a x 28. 
Retaining wall and barrel vault between the church of the 
Theotokos in the Chalkaprateia and the Basilica Cistern 
(Yerebatan бағауі) 1. 


1.380 X351 Х35-40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1167 
т. IM[.. S3]AITdO 


tv(Busidvac) [. ." pBfje() Про) 
TIA presumably in error, for ЧАЯ. Cp. 1166.1, 1492.1. 
(a) Stamp: rfo x37. 

Unknown: 1. 

i. Fragment, ? х? хаз, LAM 20, 

(1) Mamboury's motes. 


1168 
1: |ВУПЧО 
] Ba( ) Про) 
(a) Stamp: (78) х уд, 
Unknown: 1, 
1. (265) x (170) хдо, АМ 361. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.7.15, 16. 


1169 
1, ПРОВАЖІМАІ 
Пр) fet) ж їм(биютиймос) бі” 
Прої ) Ba( ) Жіубіктийуде) (7 
(а) Stamp: г80 x 27. 
Kalenderhane Сатай, Unknown: 1. 


1.375 X(345) хаб. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps’, A34. 


1170 
1. HOUTAGA AMI 
ivé(ietdvec) a” ро) Прокі ) 
(а) Stamp: r&a Х 32. 
Retaining wall and barrel vault between the church of the 
Theotokos m the Chalkoprateia and the Basilica Cistern 
(Yerebatan Sarayi): т. 
1.376 X 350 X 40, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


пто) 


I171 
г. INAILITLI 
іуібіктішуес) 6v Пто() 
(а) Stamp: 125 x 38. 
Date: late qth century? See Part IT, Ch. то no. 3. 
Hippodrome. Inner wall of ambulatory found in тоўо near the 
Palace of Antiochus: т. 
1.350 X349 X 55. 
(1) Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 130 x 18. 
Date: late 4th century? See Part IT, Ch. то no. з, 
Hippodrome. Inner wall of ambulatory found in гоуо near the 
Palace of Antiochus: (many) 1. 
I. 350 X 330 X jo. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ПҮ() 


SINGLE-LINE 

No accessory 

1r71 

1. JNAIIIV 
Октос) 6v По ) 


(а) Stamp: (135) x 33. 
Unknown: 1. 
г. (305) x (150) x 40-47, AM 408, 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.9.34. 35. 
Accessory H 
1173 
1. INTOYH[ 
ім(бижтибумос) y Mw ) n 
(а) Stamp: (142) x35. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Baulk Ау/% т. 


1. (253) к(т97) хуз, 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps", Аҙ 





342 CATALOGUE 
Accessary © Accessory M 
1174 1178 
1. ВУПАЛІМІ 1, ТИІГПҮМ 
імібіктійуас) 41187 Пи 2 8 іїм(блєтіймос) тү Tut) i 
Gamma superseded by delta carved beside it, (a) Berween Fenerbahce and the vineyard of the Sarapata family, 
109 paces from the shore. 


(a) Stamp: 157 х48 (inner border 14a x 38). 
Date: 430/1 or 445/6 ог 4бо/т. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. те. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-3. 
1, LAM 78. з. 1AM 130. 3. LAM 131. 


Notes: 1-3. Two bricks measure 390 % 370 куо, 380 x 380 x 40. 


[т] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 155 x 48-52 (inner border 140 x 37). 
Date: 41o/1 or 445/6 or дбо/т. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-4. 
1, IAM 148, 2. IAM 54. 3. IAM 115. 4, IAM 186, 


Notes: 1-4. Two bricks measure 370 X 365 x 40; 380 х 370 X 40. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 


Accessory Й 
117% 
т. INATIIYA 


іу (іктібуос) у ПМ ЈА 

(а) Stamp: 142 хдо. 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul?), Room 121, 
1.350 X 340 X? 
[1] Unger, 'Seraispitze", Пр, то no. 22, [1] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 265 no. 37. 


1176 
1, INAHILAA 
iv&(ueruivac) n ГА A 
(a) Stamp: 140 x35. 
Theotokes in Chalkoprateia. Church: 1, 
1,2 x? x 55. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1177 
1. IMAILIIYA 


ivé(uendivoc) ту По ) 2 


(а) Stamp: 159 x46 (inner border 149 x 41). 
Date: 429/32 ог 44/5 or 459/66. See Part ТІ, Ch. 9, sect. тё, 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-2. 
r LAM ҙә, 2. LAM 127. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures 370 x 355 x 40. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 

(b) Stamp: 162 x 47 (inner border 148 х 38). 
Date: 429/30 or 44/5 or 459/60. See Part IL, Ch, o, sect. 1e. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-6. 
1 [AM зо, 2. ТАМ 58. 3. TAM 86. 4. TAM rdg. 5. LAM 147. 
6,1АМ то. 


Notes: тоб, Two bricks measure 380 x 370 хдо, 375 X355 хо. 


[т] Mamboury's notes. 


4 [1] Sideropoulos, "Byzantinai Epipraphai’, 26-7, no. E" 2. 


п 


1179 
1. +1А5ВЇЇ[ 
з муб( етибмос)» |У ПІ 
(a) Land Walls. 
[т] Gotrwald, "Ziegelstempel", 485 no. 4. [2] Meyer-Plarh and 
Schneider, Landmanuer, 149 та, 11. 


1irBe 
г. ТИУЄТВАЦІ .1 


їмб(иетивмокс) ev Bot ) П. ] 


(а) Theotokos in Chalkoprateia. Court to the east of the apse. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


POC) 


ГІЗІ 
1. INAIFO 


iv(Guerivoc) ба" Po( ) 


(a) 5tamp: 125 x35. 
Date: late 4th-century? See Part II, Ch. 10 по, 3. 
Palace of Antiochus. Restored part to the left of circular roam 
with chapel attached: т. Pentagonal room beside the 
Hippodrome: 2. 
1, 32 X 340 & 40. 2. ? X? X fO, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


POY() 


1182 
1. ХОЧАНАНІ 


ім(бикстибумос) a” а) Pow) 


(a) Stamp: 143 x 34. 
Palace of Antiochus. Vault of channel extending under the 
foundation wall af the sigma-plan colonnade from the 
Binbirdirek cistern. 
[1] Duyuran, ‘Palace of Justice IT', fg. 7c- 
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1183 
1. INHPOY 


iviBikzifiwoc) тү” Pow ) 


(4) Stamp: 151537. 
Unknown: к, 
1. 358 4354 хдо-43, AM 254 (old no. 23). 
[1] Bardill neg. 54.13.27 


1184 
і. YCHIEIMI 
ім(биктибмос) Ө” Ро) 
(а) Stamp: 123 x 35. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. LAM (CK) по. 11, fragment, зба x ? хо. 


[1] Mango's nares. 


n8; . 
1, INÉTBAPOY 
lv(Gueridwoc) ev [iat ) Poul ) 
(а) Stamp: 145 x28. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Parr IT, Ch. 9, sect. rh, 
Palace of Antiochus. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB rags. [2] Mango's notes. 


РАХ) 


1186 
т. ІМАВАРО 
імббіктійуес) a Bed ) Ра) 
(a) Stamp: 132 x a 5. 
Date: 417/18 or 432/3. See Part П, Ch. 5, sect. rb. 
Palace of Antiochus: (two) 1. 
1, 382 x 38a x со. 
[1] Mambaury's notes. 


1187 
г. ПЧББАРШ 


tv(Suersdivoc) є" Pal ) "Tto ) 

(а) Stamp: ? x42. 
Land Walls. Рептаругшоп, viciniry of St Nicholas, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1188 
т. INXBATIXD 
імібіктізуәс)с 7G" Bo ) Таң) 
(a) Stamp: 160 x 30. 
Excavarion of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit) 1928. Great wall to the south of, and parallel ta, the 
drain, and то the right of the southern base: 1, 
1.370 X 370 X 5 s, thick white mortar adhering, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1189 
і, ШЧҮНГІМІ 


iv(Guctiaivac) уп" Berl) Рах) 
(а) Stamp: (175) x a8. 
Land Walls, Tower 95: 1. 
1.2x 2x40. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6608 (cast). [2] Mamboury's notes (from 
east). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


1196 
1. |ВАРШ 
Jot) Po ) 
(a) Stamp: (86) х z&. 
Unknown: r. 
TL, 2x?x44—48, AM доо. 
(1] Bardill neg. 35.9.19. 
1191 
1. JT 
] Ро) 
(а) Dare: 41-15. See Part Il, Ch. 9, sect. та, 
Theodosian Hagia Sophia. Back wall of Schneider's 


propylaeum. 
[1] Schneider, Westhof, 6 no. 6 with Corrigenda. 


CA( ) 


No Accessory 
1192 
і. INZBA(P]ECA 
ім(біктійуас) C^ Веј) Cad ) 
(a) Stamp: гуу x24. 
Tombs in the Mangana region: т. 
1.400 X 370 x 5 5. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 37, fig. 44 по. 3. 


[2] Mamboury’s notes. [3] Mamboury, "Nouvelle lecture", таз, 


1193 
1. INOBACA 
iv(&ueribvoc) В році ) Cat ) 
(a) South ої Bezzazi Cedid Camii. Ruins (perhaps of a church) 
near junction of Tacirhane Sokagi and Nargileci Sokağı. 
[1] Schneider, Byzanz, 94-5 по. 18. 


1194 
it INAIBACA 


їм(биктибуєсє) av Bal ) Cot ) 


(a) Stamp: 174 х 2. 
Date: дау/ ot 442/3 ог 457/8. See Part П, СВ. 9, sect. re. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Opposite Firuz Afa Cami: 
(several) 1. 
T, 370 X 360 хау. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


343 
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119% 
1. BJACA() 
Қа) Са) 
(а) Stamp: ? « 3c. 
Sea Walls. West of the monumental staircase and north of the 
railway, area Fa: г. 
I.P X? хау, 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


Accessory B 
1196 
1. INABACAB 
імібіктіймос) а" Ba( ) Co( ) B 
(а) Stamp: 145 x24. 
Date: 417/18 or 432/53. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: (several) 1. 
I, 170 X 460 X $0, 
[1] Mamboury's nates. [a] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 996, 
Unknown: r. 
1, (260) x (165) x 42-52, AM 96. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.5.33. 


Accessory Г 
1197 
1, INTBACAT 
lv(Bucridwoc) у" Ва) Са) у 
(a) Binbirdirek Cistern. Jn situ in south wall at a height half way up 
the upper colonnade, near the modern staircase. 
[1] Wulzinger, ‘Substruktionsbauten’, 386, fig. ro no. 2. 
[z] Schneider, '"Ziegelsternpel', 265 no. 19. 
1198 
1. INIBBACAT 
іу(біктібмос) 18^ pel) Col ) у 
(a) Stamp: 190 х 3o. 
Great Palace. Area Ba: т. 
1.?х?х%о. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


Accessory c 


1199 
1. INAIBACAS 


bv(Guerubvoc) бі” оі) Col ) = 


(a) Stamp: roo x 3o. 
Date: 430/1 or 445/6 or 4623/1. See Part Т, Ch. о, каст. ie 
Mercan Caddesi: 1, 
1,370 X 370 X ро. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


Accessory IN 


T209 
1. МАЗАЯТЗМІ 
ім(біктійуес) ev” Bo( ) Col ) v 
(a) Stamp: 175 x3. 
Date: 431/2 ог 446/7 or 461/2, See Part IT, Ch. 11, sect, 3. 
. Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Nearby debris: 1, Water source: 
2. 
1,? 4? X40. 23.7 X? х 40, 
[т] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, roa, fig. 119 no. 4. 
[2] Mamboury’s notes, 


Accessory TI 


1201 
t, ІМНВАСАП 
iv(Suxtudvoc) ту Ba( ) Со) x 
(a) Stamp: 16% x26. 
Date: 439/40 (or 424/ 5). See Part ЇЇ, Ch. тт, sect. 2. 
Sr Polyeuktos, Unknown: т. 
1. No, 151, 380 x ? x 5o. = 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', зо, Аза, [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.10.26, 


ТІСІ 
i. INAIBACAIT 


tv(&ixriubvoc) e Bal) Cod ) x 


(а) Stamp: 168 x25. 
Date: 427/8 or 442/3 or 4547/8. See Part Й, Ch, 9, sect. тё. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of Byzantine drains in 
the Forum of Constantine. 
[1] Mambaury's notes. 


1203 
т. ІМІВВАСАП 
йү(бїктїйүөс B^ Році У Co( ук 
(a) Stamp; 195 x 32. 
Great Palace. Area Ас: т. 
Ln, ? Xx? Xx6o. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango and Hawkins, 'Fenari Іза 
Camii, 184-4 по. 20 (mentioned). 
(b) Sramp: 195 x55. 
Great Palace. Área Ab: 1. 
1, 380 x 3Bo x jo, 2. 400 X 380. бо, 
[1] Mamboury's notés. [2] Manga and Hawkins, Fenari Lea 
Саші", 183-4 no. 20 (mentioned). 


1204 
г. [TN]JAIBACATT - 


[tv(Gvezuovoc)] би Ва) Саў ) x 


(а) Land Walls. Yedikule. 
[1] Meliopoulas, ‘Topothesia’, 231 section B no. 5. 





CATALOGUE 345 
cod CAN() ӨЦ) 
1205 
т, INBIBACAP 1210 
iv(Suectedvac) Ви" Ba( ) Са ур г, ІНИАЛАЯЯУИП 


(а) Stamp: 170-173 x 22-25. 
Date: 428/9 or 43/4 or 4$8/a. See Part Й, Ch, 9, sect, 16. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of Byzantine drains in 
the Forum of Constantine: i. 
1. 382 x 3754 X $6, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


Accessory C 
1206 
і. ППИЄВАСАСІ 
ПОм(биктибмос) є" Pol ) Соқ ) с [ 
(а) St Jahn of Stoudios. 
‘Date: 45 1/2. See Part M, Ch. 9, вест. с; 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
Accessory T 
1207 
1, INZHCAL 
ім(бистиймос) E" Al} Cal ут 
(a) Stamp: 142 x 35. 
Fenari lsa Camu. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [3] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari 
isa Camii’, fig. доло. 20, 
Unknown: т. 
1. (262) x (262) x 48-50, AM 417. 
[1] Вага negs. 5.10.1 са, 162. 
1208 
г. JCAT 
ЈС ) 1 


(а) Date: c4 46/7. See Part IT, Ch. o, sect. 1d. 
Cistern of Aspar. South-west wall, lowest brick band, tap 
course: (two), 
[1] Bardill. 


CAB() 





Accessory B 
Ii 
1. INABACABB 
ім(біютьбмос) a" Ba( ) Сер) B 
(a) Stamp: (151) x 24. 
Unknown: 1. 


1,370 4 370 X 44748, AM 247. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.14.2, 3. 


їм(биктидуас) В" Ba Сом) Өг Y] 
(а) Stamp: (140) Х 34. 
Unknown: t. 
т. (202) X (186) x 41-50, АМ 376. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.8.5, то, 


IZII 
1. ІНЧАЛАЯТИІ 


імібиктйуос) у" Pol} Cov) Bu ) 
(a) Stamp: (тус) х z4. 
Unknown: т. 
1.300 X305 X 42, AM 121. 
[1] Bardill пер. 55.3.2392; 95.5. 12-14. 


ІЗІ? 
1, ИАОАЯНИІ 
ім(фистиймос) 8" Bat ) Соу( ) [Bu )] 
(a) Stamp: (117) x 31. 
Unknown: t. 
1,2 x2 X 53-55, АМ 423. 
[1] Bardill neg. 95.10.28. 


CATIO( ) 





1213 
1. INZBACATIO 
імібіктіймас) С" fiat ) Сало у 
(а) Stamp: 156 x 34. 
Date: 423/4 or 438/9. See Part II, Ch. о, sect. 16. 
Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi: 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 174 «23. 
Date: 423/4 or 438/9, Sec Part П, Ch. 9, sect, те. 
Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi. 
[1] DAT (Ist) inv. по. 336$A. 
(с) Stamp: 174 x 13. 
Date: 423/4 or 438/9. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Cistern оп Siraselviler Caddesi: 1. 
1.395 x?x40G. 
[т] Mango's nates. 








146 CATALOGUE 
САПОҮРОҮ САСІ ) ог CACI() 
MurLTIPLE-LINE 1217 
т. ПСАСІ 
І214 
1. ТЧАгӨ ] Coo) 
BACAITS 1 Coe( )1 


i(uccudivoc)s 8” Во) Сото (роо) 

(а) Stamp: 92 хаб (right}-52 (left), 
Structures behind Istanbul Archaeological Museum: т. 
1.375 хх. 
[1] Ülker, Proje, бо, 

(b) Land Walls. Pentapyrgion, vicinity of St Nicholas: г, 
1.2? x? x40, 
(1) Mamboury's nares. 


CIRCULAR 


121$ 
1 ЖҮ 
САХПО 
ҮРАОҮ 
INPIB 
С] 
ӨКғо)% хар є! Сотойроо іу(біктіймос) «В 
(a) Paluka read CAP in error for САП, 
Date: 53/4 or 518/19 or 33/4. See Part II, Ch. о, seet 2d. 
Substructures south of Cemal Nadir Sokağı. 
[1] Paluka, Ruinen’, 36, fig. з. [2] W'ulzinger, 
"Substruktionsbauten', 381 no, т. 


1216 
1. OY 
CAXITO 
YPAOY 
INPIT 
IC 


ЕҚғо/% y&pic Сатайро tv(Swentüwoc) vy” 
(a) Stamp: 112 diamerer. 


Date: 164/5 or 519/26 ог $34/5. See Part 11, Ch, 9, sect. ad, Ch. 


го no. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokagi: т. 

1. 370 x ? x $C. 

[1] Mamboury's notes, [3] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari isa 
Camii’, 183-4 no. 20 (menrióned), 


*(a) Stamp: 8o x 37. 
Cistern on Siraselyiler Caddesi 
[1] Mamboüry"s nates. 


СА() ТРЦ ) (?) 


1218 
L ПЧӨВАСАТРІ 
їм(биєтиймос) В" fat ) Са) "Гри ) (Р) 
(a) Unknown, 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 91 по, 49, 


САТ 
ee ee рун Р 


1219 
1. INABACA[ 
іу(біктібмес) а” Ва) Caf 
(a) Stamp: (173) кає, 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (294) X (198) x 41-52, AM 41r. 
[1] Bardill лер, 95.10.42, а. 


1220 
1. INIBACA| 


ім(биктиймог) i Bod ) Caf 


(а) Date: 456/7. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. тй. 
Cistern of Aspar- South-west wall, lowest brick band, frh 
course up, пі їн. 
[r] Bardill. 
1221 
1. INEIBACA[ 
іу(бікттіймас) ev Pal) Со 
(a) Stamp: (115) «28. 
Unknown: 1. 


1. Fragment, ? x2 «33, [AM 26 
(1) Mamboury's notes. 


| 





CATALOGUE 347 
СОҮ() CRUCIFORM 
1222 1225 
1, INIBBACOY 1, +CTEOVIG 
ім(биктибмос) 1B^ о) Соң ) + Creqivon 
(а) Sramp: 188 x 18-30. (a) Stamp: ?(? +44 +42) х 2 (E 936 8). 
Unknown: т. Unknown: 1. 
1, 390 х? x 6c, brick broken at one of extremities, worn on face 1:2 x? * 39, AM 49 (old na. 1392, 1892, 1992), 
as if used for paving, very clear stam p with letters raised 7—8 [1j Bardill neg. 94.5.7. 


mm., irregular line framing the edges of the brick, [AM 6. 
[1] Mamboury’s nores. 

(b) Stamp: 130 x 28. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1, 
1. 390 X 160 х бо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(c) Stamp: 19% x 3o. 

. Great Palace. Area Ac, below the Palace of Justice: (numerous) 

1-2, 
T. 395 X 190 хус, 2. удо хво x бо, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


CO[ 
1223 
1. [-]ГЕТ+ 
[- I4 
+ Col- |ел{-] 


(a) Stamp: ? х 45. 
Date: after 532. See Part П, Ch. g, sect, 2с, 
Baths of Zeuxippos: 1. 
1, ? 3? х 30 (middle)-38 (edges). 
[т] Mamboury"s notes. 


СТЕФАМОУ 





5ІМСІЕ-ІлмЕ 


1224 
t. СТЕФА 


Crepa(vou) 


(a) Gray's typescript representation shows—probably unreliably 
given Mango's drawing (see b)—A rather than A. 
Date: after $32. See Part IT, Ch. 9, seet эс. 
Baths of Zeuxippos, 
[1] Gray, "Brickstamps", 54 по, 29, 
(b) Unknown. 
[1] Mango, "Brick Stamps’, 26, fig. 2 (centre), 


(b) Date: after 532. See Part IT; Ch. ә, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps', 55 no, 27. [2] Schneider, 
"iegelstempel", 265 no. 38. 

(c) Silivri. 
[1] Birimtekin, ‘Selymbria’, 42 no. 4. 


CTPATONIKOY 
1226 
1. [+ CITPATO 
[N]IKOYIN 
AIK 24 
(“СҮрратаГУ кою {убтк{тїйүмөс} с ЙЕ” + 
(а) Stamp; 119 x 72. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1, 
1. x ? x 39, AM 65. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Bardill neg. 54.4.13. 


COU) 


1227 
т. INAISISI-UI 
імбу(ютиймосів 1B" Cod ) 
(a) Stamp: 185 x30. 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia. Church: т. 
I. 390 X? хо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 





1228 
1. BACH 
је) Со ) 
(a) Stamp: (54) x 14. 
Section of first Sea Wall beneath "House of Justinian’, excavared 


in 195 3. 
[1] GP I, 175, hg. 36 no. 4. 





348 CATALOGUE 
СОСАММАС (а) Stamp: 192 x 26. 
Date: 424/5 or 439/40 of 4454/5. See Part ЇЇ, Ch. 9, sect. с. 
1229 Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of the Byzantine 
n CUCAN drains in the Forum of Constantine, 
NACIM [1] Mamboury's notes. |2) Mamboury, ‘Nouvelle lecture’, 123. 
ГІМЕН» 


Союбумає ІМ (іктймас Б” + 

(a) Stamp: ? x $c. 
Date: after $32. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect, ac, 
Great Palace, area Ea (Baths of Zeuxippos). 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(b) Stamp: (108) x 78. 
Unknown: 1. 
г. (327) x(325) = 35-48, AM 142 (old no. zer). 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.7.12. 


СІ 


See 181.1a and 182,14. 


TEOAOAOY | 


See GEQA OY AOY, ӘЕОЛОЛОҮ, GEOAWACY, 
TEOAOAOY, 


ТЦ) 


1230 
i. ПИХВАТІ 
їм(биєтиймос) с; Ba( У Tw) 
(a) Stamp: 134 х 39. 
Fenari Isa Camii: 1. 
т. 365 x (177) x 40748, AM 175. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Вепагі 
Isa Camu’, fig. до no. 21, [3] Bardill пер. 94.11.42, ба. 
Unknown: 1-3. 


1. 374 X 365 X 52-60, AM 419. 2. (372) x(275) х $2, AM 179. 3. 


388 x (345) x 49753, AM дот. 


[т] Вагай negs. 95.1. 192, зоа (1); 94.11.122 (2); 95.0.20, 11 (3). 


TIMOK( ), ТЦМ)ОК() 


ТІМОКІ ) 
No accessory 


1251 
і. ІЧНЕТІМОК 


їм(біктіймос) тг BC) Tyo, ) 


Accessory B 
1232 
1. ТЧНЕТІМОК В 
їм(биктиймосу n P) Танок ) B 
(а) Stamp: 185 хо, 
Date: 414/ 5 or 439/40 ог 454/ 5. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Opposite the founrain of Auk 
Ali Pasa Camri: 1. 
t. 370 X 360—370 хуу, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


TI(M)OR() 
Accessory B 
1253 =, 
і. INHBTIOKB 
ім(біктийуас) n^ [M ) Таок( ) B 
(а) Stamp: 176 x 26. 
Date: 424/5 ог 439/40 ог 454/ 5. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of the drains in the 
Forum af Constantine: t. 


г, 378 = yo ж то 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


Мау or may not bave carried accessory 


1234 
1. NHBTIO(K .] 


(iv(Snenivoc) n BC) Т(иўе[х().] 


(а) Date: 424/5 or 439/40 ог 454/¢, See Part 11, Ch. 9, sect. te. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Opposite the fountain of Atil 
Ali Pasa Cami 1. 
1.350 X340 X 40, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


TIMOKPITOY 


CIRCULAR s 


1235 
1, СМІЗУТЧЛОМІТ around central + 


Таор тот iv(duetiiivec) e^ s araund central + 


CATALOGUE 349 


(a) Stamp: 92 diameter. 
Date: after 475. See Part П, Ch. то no. 14. 


Kalenderhane Camii. Over Diakonikon vault: (twelve), North 


wall, east side: (ane). Roof, filling-wall: (nwo), B3/2: (ane). 


North-east corridor, arch filling: (ene). Apse vault, south side: 


(one). North vaulr, east side: (one). Unknown: (nine). 


1,385 375 X47. 2. 365 X 360 X що. 3. 374 X 365 X39. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Сз. 


TI(M)OK( ) 
See TIMOK ), TI( M)OK(). 


TP( ) 


1236 
|. ““ЧБТР 


імібіктіймес) B^ Tol ) 


(a) Stamp: Approx. 88 x 3o. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935—38. Site 
Вт, building north-east of church, pier 2, in site: т. 
I. no, 87. 
[1] GP 1, pl. 14 по. 87. 


TPO() 
WITH INDICTION 
1237 
г. +INBTPO+ 
+ W(óncniévoc) B" Tpo( }+ 
(а) Stamp: тус x25. 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia. North wall of the church, 
beside Zeynep Sultan Sokagi: т. 
1. pha x 46a x 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
1238 
і +INATPO+ 
+ ім(биєтийуєс) 8" Tpa( ) + 
(а) Srampe 175 x 23. 
Date: 420/1 or 4334/6. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect, те. 


Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi, 
[1] Mango's notes. 


1239 
1, LAVHTIO 


Імбііктіімес) 1 Tpo( ) 


(а) Stamp: төс хай, 
Date: 424/5 or 439/40. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect: те. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hiimáyün: т. 
1.390 x 370 X 4f. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 
(b) Stamp: 186 x 29. 
Unknown: г, 
1. 3569 332 X18, AM 356. 
[1] Bardill megs. 95.7.3; 4» 5. 


1240 
i OTTINI+ 
+ iiir voc) 1 Трої ) 
(а) Stamp: 135 х 35. 
Dare: 426/7 or 441/2. See Part IT, СВ, 9, sect. те, 
Cisterus in Gülhane, near Báb-i Hümáyün: 1. 
I, ?x2xa4o 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1241 
1. JAITPO 
1а Тро) 
(a) Stamp: (115) x 28. 
Dare: 427/8 or 442/3 or 457/8. See Part IT, Ch. ә, sect. те, 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-2. 
LÍAM 73. 2 TAM 74. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? х? x 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1242 
1. INIVBAPETPO 
ім(бистбмосу [y] 6" Вореї ) Трої ) 
Gamma altered to delta by the addition of а diagonal stroke. 
(а) Stamp: 163 x28. 
Date: 4128/1 ar 445/6 or 465/1, See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 1e. 
Balaban Aga Meseidi: 1. 
1.24? x45, 1AM 66. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1243 
т. JBATPO 
] Bet) Тро) 
(a) Stamp: ? x 27. 
Date: 427-31 or 442-46 or 457-61. Sce Part IT, Ch, 9, sect. те 
Mühürdar Emin Pasa Sokağı, 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


1144 
т. BJAPETPO 


Blapet ) Tpa( ) 

(a) 5tamp: ? x35. 
Rüyükada (Prinkipo). Vaults ('Kamares"y г. 
1.? x? X45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 





3%9 CATALOGUE 


TPOOYNOY 





124% 
1. -ЕТРО 
SYNE 
+ Tpoluvov 
(а) 5ramp: (72) & 66. 
Date: 507-22. Sec Part I, Ch. 9, sect. 24. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 65": 1. 
1. No. 754, ? x ? x 37. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 214, B31. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
9.7.3. 


ТРОФІМОҮ 





SINGLE-LINE 


ТРОФЦ) 
1246 
1. |ВТРОФІ 
18 Tpopi{) 
(a) Stamp: (тоб) « 25. 
St Jahn of Stoudios: 1. 
[.?x?x$0. 
[1] Peschlow, Stedioskirche, (in preparation), 


TPOOIM( ) 


1247 
г. TP]OOIMIMAA+ 


Тріофіціою) ivB(uceuovoc) а” + 


(a) Stamp: (103) x 34. 
Date: тоу/8 or $22/3. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 642: 1. 
t, No. 366,2 ж 2x 44. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 210, А27. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.1 1.172. 
1248 
і. -HINAeZTPCORIM 
+ ivé(nüwoc)s C^ Tpoglu(ou) 
(a) Stamp: 223 539. 
Peykhane Sokak: 1. 
т. 397% 367 x38, LAM (unnumbered), 
[1] Bardill's notes. 


TPODIMOY 


1249 
i. *MIOOTTAIAM LE 


Жімбііктіймес) ик Tpapijon Ж 


(a) Stamp: 220 x 42. 

Date: 517/18. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. за, 

5t Polyeuktos, Level 356: 1. Level 2257: 2-3. Level 733: 4. Level 
9777: $. Level reas": 6. Unknown: 7. 

1, Чо. 308, 2, No. 339. 3. Na. 347. 4. ING. дто. 5. No. убу. 

6. No. 865. 7. No, 1307. 

Mores: 1-7. One brick measures ? x? x 37-15. 

[1] Hill, “Brickstamps’, 210, А28, [2] Saraghane archive перо. 
9.16, 23 ($), 9.10.33 (3). 


TROON ) 


1252 
т. +INAIATPO! 
+ ivé(iniévac) ия” TploWpt(uov) 
(a) Stamp: 151 x 39. 

Date: 517/18. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect, за. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 165: 1-2, Level 434: 3. Level 667: 4. Level 
zoo": р. Level 833*:6. Level 8457: у, Level 859: 8. Level B4*: 9. 
Level 912*: то, Level өзе? (pier, eastern end, debris): 11-15. 
Level roco": 16. Level 1605*: 17-25. Level 1072: 26, Level 1574: 
27-8. Level 1098": 29, Level 1362*: 30. Wall west of slip road: 
31. Unknown: 32-3. ДР = 
1, Мо. 114. 2. No. тту, 3. No. 1325 (duplicated number). 
4. No. 434. $. No. 568. 6. No. 627. у. No. 1154. 8. No. дох. 
9. No. 666, ro. No. 681. 11. No. 903. 12. No. 904. 13. No. 
ото. 14. Mo. 914. 15. Mo. 915, 16. No. 638A. іу. Мо. 824. 
18. No. 826. 19, No. 831. 20: No. 840. 21. No. fay. 23. No. 
856, 23. No. 860, 24. No. 863. 25. No. 866. 26. No. 1269. 
27. No. ros. 28, No. 1086. 29. No. 1289, 30. No. 1125, 
31. No. 136. 32. No. згу. 33. Na. 1324. 
Notes: 1-33. One brick measures 335 x ? x 35-40. 
[1] Hill, 'Briekstamps', 210, А26. [2] Saraçhane archive пер, 
9.10.11, 


MurriPLE-LINE 
WITH IN DICTION 


ТРОФІМОҮ 


1251 
І, +TPOOI+ 
M&1MAeO 
+ Tpopipon Түбііктізуосдв 0^ + 
(a) Stamp: 1315 хбо, 
Unknown: 1. 
1, MSRK inv. 6192, 460 x (300) ж? 
[1] Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 268 no. 84 (erroneous). 
[2] MSBK neg. 6192a. [3] DAI (Ist) neg. 2146 (cast). 
[4] aro notes (from east). [5] Mango's nates (from 
cast). 


1242 
т. -TPOMM 
MSINAIA 
+ Tpopipou tvo(erunvoc) ша” 











CATALOGUE 351 


(а) Stamp: 138 x сб. 
Unknown: 1; 
1. [AM (CK) по, 49, 37a х збо x 6o. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 130 x 55. 
Date: 532/3. See Part U, Ch. 9, secr. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of the west doors, demolished 
November 1873: r. 
1. Musée des Antiquités Nationales, Satnt-Germain-en-Laye 
nO.31103.365 X 345 X GG. 
[1] Sarlin-Dorigny, ‘Letter’, 130 no. 3. [2] Musée des 
Antiquités Nanonales, Saint-Germaun-en-Laye (photo). 
(c) Stamp: 131 Хб2. 
Hagia Eirene, Southern side of atrium: 1. 
I, 330 X 330 X $0. 
[т] George, St. Eirene, pl 16 па. 14. 


1253 
t. [+]TPOOIM 
[8]INA IT 
[+] Tpopiu[ow] ізбііктіфуасдв ту” 
(а) Date: 534/5. See Part IL, Ch. g, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Stuccoed pillar at the northern end of the wall 
that projects at right angles to the surviving section of the north 
wall of che Justinianic atrium. 
[1] Кетегі, 'Sophrenkirche', col, 178 (nght). [2] Schneider, 
Westbof, 39 no. 1. 


12%4 
1. INASIF + 


TTODI[M3] 
ivé(uccivoc)s У]  Toogi(ueu) 
Gamma altered ro delta by the addition of a diagonal stroke. 
(a) Stamp: (85) « $4. 
Kalenderhane Сати. Unknown: 1, 
I. (248) x (170) х 38. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Ву. 


125% 
1, +TPOOIM 
GINLASTA 
+ Tpopipou іу (іктійуасін w 
(а) Stamp: 141 x 66, 
Kalenderhane Сати. Vault of Byzantine drain below apse of 
North Church: т, Unknown: 1. 
1. (170) х(тба)х ул. 2 (215) x(180) x 48, 
[т] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', Вб. 


1246 
1, +TPOOIM 
SIMASI€ 


+ Tpopijion імбііктіймес)е шш” 


(a) Stamp: r37 хб. 
Unknown: 1. 
г. MSBK inv, баса, (130) X (330) « ? 


[1] Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 268 no. 84 (erroneous). 

[2] МЅЕК neg. 62042. [3] DAI (Ist) neg. 2339 (cast). 

[4] Mamboury’s nates (fram cast). [5] Mango's notes (from 
cast]. 


1257 
т. КТРОГФІМ) 
BINA[S. .] 


Трофі оъ ivé[(ictiivec)s . .] 
(a) Stamp: (92) x 63. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1953-55. Conduit A4: 1, я 
t; Labelled no. 11. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive photo. 
1248 
T 5 
+ТРОФІМ 
INAS. + 
+ Tpopipou їм іктійуос)ғ.4- 
(а) Stamp: 169-112 x 75-70. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1. 365 x 348 x 46-55, animal print, АМ 320. 2.365 x 362 x63, 
AM 298. 
[1] Вага пер. 95.2.aja, 242 (2); 95.3.2732, 28a; 94,5. 10, 11 (1), 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946—47 between 
Нарша Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1—2. 
1, ? x? x 45, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 2. Once in the 
Нара Firene collection. 
[т] Mamboury’s nates. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
ТРОФІМОҮ 


га;9 
т, Г.ІТРОФ 
[IMJOY+ 
[.] Трофімов + 
(a) Stamp: (85) x (56). 
Date: 507-22. See Part IL, Ch. 5, sect, за. 
5t Polyeuktos. Level 83: 1. 
т. Mo. 297, ? 4 ? X 43. 
[1] Hill, “Brickstamps", 214, 832. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 


9.11,182. 


1160 
1, «TPO 
PIMs 
+ Tpopipow 
(a) Stamp: (112) x66, 
Land walls. Wall between towers 82 and Bo, рл site in the first 
course of bricks. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, 150 no. 24, 
[2] DAT (Ist) neg. 6663 (cast). [3] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [4] Mango's notes (from cast). 


152. CATALOGUE 


(b) Stamp: (69) x72. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1. 
1. (2449) X (185) X 54. 
[1] Peschlow, ' Brickstamps', B32. 


261 
. +TPO 
ФІМОҮ 


+Tpogipov 


(а) Land Walls. Near Yeni Mevlevihane Карі. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 93 no. 54. 


SIRCULAR 


262 
AMI+- 
OTTH 
[ЕМФ 
+ Wl uctidivec) тү Трофі цол] 
(a) Stamp: £o diameter, 
Date: 514/15. See Part II, Ch. g, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 74: 1. Level reoo*: 2. Unknown: 3. 
г. No. 295. 2. No. drga. 3. No. 119. 
Notes: 1-3. One brick measures ? x ? хло, 
[1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps’, 215, Сә. [2] Saraghane archive negs. 
5:41:23 (3), 9.10.3. 


263 
| ИІ" 
[O]TT8H 
МІФ 
YO 


жім(біктибуас) B^ Tp[o]etpou 
(a) Stamp: 1co diameter. 
Date: 508/92. Sec Part II, Ch. 9, sect. am 
St Polyeuktos. Level 131: 1. Level 483: 2. 
1. Mo. 40. 2. Mo. 1337. 
Notes: 1—2. One brick measures ? х ? x 34. 
[1] Hill, *Brickstamps', 215, Сто. [2] Sarachane archive neg. 
g.Ir.14a (1). 


264 
де LENT 
ТРХ[ОФ] 
1МАОҮ 
ІМ. .] 
IC 


Ө(ео)® gépic Tp[oq] tuo іу(біктіймое) [. . 1 


(a) Stamp: 110 diameter. 
Date: 502-33 or 517-20 or 432—355. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. ad, 
Ch. rano. 7. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokage 1. 
1. 380 x 160 x 60. 
[1] Mamboury"'s notes. 


CRUCIFORM 
ТРОФІМ(ОҮ) 
1264 
L.. [e] 

[INJA2ESODIM 

E, 
Нм Б(іктібуос)в ux ТІр|оөіш(от) 
(а) Stamp: ? x 3o. 
Land Walls. Near Tekfur Saravi: (two), 


[т] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmawer, гӯс по, 29.2. 
[2] DAT (Ist) neg. 6598 (cast), [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


TPOOIMOY 
1266 
1. - 
o 
INAIZOMOY 
[Px] 
ІНІ 
іубиктиїмос)є [Tp)opipev 
іуб(іктыймас) 1^ s [Tplopipou — 


(а) Stamp: 153 (62 = 33 60) x 82 (36 + 30+ 26). 
Land Walls, Wall near Tekfur Sarayı (того). 
[т] Meyer-Plarh and Schneider, Landmaner, тус no. 29.1. 


[2] DAT (Ist) neg. 6594 (both casts apparently from same die). 


TPO[ 

1267 

ы ТРО 
ТроГ 


(а) Date: 533-35. See Part I, Ch. д, sect, 2, 
Hagia Sophia, constructions of the north-west court, large 
surrounding wall: т. 
і. x1 X40. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


ТРУФФМОС 


MULTIPLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION 


1268 
т. [4 T]PYOUNS 
[M]AS H+ 


Г--Тірбумеч(өсі Гм 5 wetiwac)s тү 4 


«— нні P —— ———— ——! 
T 


CATALOGUE 353 


(а) Stamp: (115) x66, 
Unknown: 1. 
г. (240) х(з22) x 43, AM 271. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.1 3.6, 7. 


1259 
т, +TPYOW 
INASH 


+ Трбрақуос) ivilixtiavecis тү” 
Possibly a variant of 1268. 


(a) Date: alter 542. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building т or 2. 
[1] Gray, ‘Brickstamps’, $4 no. 17. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 265 no. 39. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


1176 
t. [*] TP[Y] 
DUN 
[+] Тр[®]фу (ас) 
(а) Hebdomon (Bakirköy) 
[1] Dethier, "Матікбу", 166 no. IT", pl. ТА по, 11. [2] Sorlin- 
Dorigny, Inscriptions, 93 no. 55. 


1271 
І. +TPY 
[XD]NO 
+ Tpé[om]vo(c) 
(a) Stamp: (хос) x (вд). 
Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. 
1,7? x35. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


1272 
1. +ТРҮФ 
WNOC 


+ Tetouwoc 


(a) Stamp: 193 хус. 
Unknown: 1, 
i. [AM (CK) no. 88, 9 x? x 4o. 
[1] Mango's nates. 
(b) Stamp: 105—168 » 64. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
т. (315) x(260) x 45, AM 104. 2. 378 x 360 x 40, AM 344 (old 
no. 70). 
[1] Bardill пере, 94.8.25 (1); 95.6.35, 56 (2). 
(c) Stamp: 112 x48. 
Great Palace. Area Ac foundations, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Stamp: 112 x 6o. 
Great Palace. Between area Ab and the Augustaion, corner of 
the great wall: 1. 
1.355 X355 X40. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


(е) Dare: 5133735. See Parr IL Ch. 9, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Debris from the collapsed barrel vault in the 
substructures of the west wing of the Justinianic atrium. 
[1] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel", 268 no. 55. [2] Schneider, 
Westhof, 26 na. 5. 
2. +ТРҮФ 
[]NOC 
+ Tpog[w]voc 
(а) Stamp: (тіс) x(75). 
Unknown: 1. 
т. Once in Robert College, ? x ? x 37, AM 264. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Bardill neg. 34.13.15. 
з. ІЗІТРҮФ 
[]NOC 
[+] Тріна)уос 
(а) Stamp: ? x62. 
Great Palace, Area Ác: 1. 


p? x?x3$g. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


TABULA ANSATA 


1273 


T 


ні ТРАВМА 


ОСІМАЛЕ | 
Monogram no. 55 (Meupikion) 
+ Tpo[gav]oc бубікктизуосдв ep. 
The significance of the mu and the indecipherable letter in the ansze 


of the tabula is uncertain. 


(a) Stamp: tabula 130 x 44; roundel 53 diameter, 
Dare: $82, See Part Il, Ch. є, sect. 1a and Ch. 11, sect. 7. 
Excavation of the Diakonissa complex, Beyazit Cistern 2.5 m. 
narth of Church B. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


ТҮ()ТР{) 


1274 
т. BIATYTP 


ВТ) Тр) 

(а) Stamp: (31) ™ 31. 
Kalenderhane Camu. Ву filling in the eastwall, turmel entrance: 
I; 

1, (315) x (145) x 51. 

ІП Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', A63. 

















354 CATALOGUE 
ТІ (а) Stamp: 145 x 27. 
Little cistern near the Theotokos in the Chalkoprateta, 
127$ destroyed in June 1916. 
1. ІМАТТІ [1] Mamboury’s notes. 
iv(Suctidavec) бі" 
(а) Stamp: (бу) ху. 
Date: 415/16 or 43o/ 1. See Part TI, Ch. д, вест. rb. 
l'alace of Antiochus: (two) 1. ФРЕЛЛІМОУ 
1? x?x42. - 
[1] Mamboury"'s notes. See DHAIMOY, DIAHMOY. 
YIN) ФЕР( ) 
1276 1279 
1, [NAIBAYTI т. ІИБВАФЕРЫ 
iv(Gucrivoc) 6 Ва! ) Yri) ім(биктийнос) B^ Be ) Фері ) ш 


(a) Stamp: 175-180 x 28, 
Date: 43/1 or 445/6 or 4660/1. See Part TL, Ch. 9, seer. 16, 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-6. 
t. IAM зо. з. TAM 49. 3. IAM тоо. 4. LAM 168, {ТАМ 169. 
6. IAM 171, 
Notes; 1-6, Three bricks measure 400 x 390 x 42, 399/360 х 3860 
7,400 X 364 X 44. 
[1] Mamboury s notes. [2] Mango's notes (from squeeze). 

(b) Stamp: 178 x ус. 
Date: 430/1 ot 445/6 or 460/1, See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1-8. 
LİAM 5. 2. [AM 7. у ЇАМ 10. 4, IAM 16. ў. IAM an, 
6. [AM 28, 7. ЇАМ 126, B. [AM 129. 
Notes: 1-8. Two bricks measure здо x 370 Хо, удо X 490 хо, 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


1277 
t. INATEA YTI 
і(биютиймос) [ү] Gu е) Үл) 
Gamma superseded by delta carved directly on top of it. 


(a) Stamp: 178 x 3o. 
Date: 430/1 or 445/á or 4690/1. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1. 
т.ЇАМ 32,370 x ?x 55. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


b) 


"or a пате abbreviated то а single letter cp. ПІ ). 





1278 
- INHBA BO 


iv(Bixciwoc) я Пері ) ФІ) 


(a) Stamp: 163 x 34. 
Hagia Sophia, North-east ramp, paving probably laid in 
Turkish period: 1. 
I.310 x? x? 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


== 


DHAIMOY, DIAHMOY 





WITH INDICTION 
OHA() 


1280 
1, OMDITY A+ 
І.ТРАМПӘӨН 
ГА|НФ2ЯА(В) 
+ Көрме әйел іубііктібуесіе [. 1 Мар/) On[S(tuov)] 
(a) Stamp: (127) хоо, 
Unknown: r. 


I. 390 & 187 X 47, AM 18. 
[1] Ваган! negs. 94.2.6, 1. 


DQHAIMOY 


1281 
n, +R YPIEBO 
HOIOHAI 
MSINAeX 
+ Корте Воп (е). бнубішоу іубі(іктійуде)в С 
(а) Stamp: тіс x 57. - 
Unknown: 1-5, 
1, IAM (CK) 6. 2 JAM (СЕ) ба, з. LAM (СК) 6b. 
Notes: 1-3. Two bricks measure 380 370 x 50, 375 x 380 X 6, 
[1] Mango's notes, 


CATALOGUE 313 


(b) The typescript representation does norshow the zeta inverted. 


Hagia Sophia. Вміє in front of the west doors, demolished 
November 1873. 
[1] Sorlm-Dongny, ‘Inscriptions’, 93 no. фо, 

(c) Stamp: 126 x 9c. 
In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia: 1, 
1,242x$5, AM 48. 
[1] Maletskos, 'Plinthos', 276, pl. 54.1. [2] Вагай! negs. 94.3.5, 
Б. 


1282 

І +KYPIABO 
HOIOHAI 
MINAN 


+ Kópia] Borf(e)i Ondipon Iv(nertüvac)s git 
Note alpha in error for epsilon in line 1. 
(a) Stamp: 130 x 88. 

Yalova: 1. 


1.?X?X4o. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


ФАНМ(ОҮ) 


1283 
1, “ІМА. 
ФЛАНМ 


-іубіктіймос), Фабио) 
(а) Stamp: (110) x (76). 
Unknown: 1. 
г. Oncein Robert College, ? х? x 45, AM 263. 
[т] Mango’s nates (rubbing). [1] Bardill neg. 94.13.16. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


1284 
1. «КУРІЄВІОЇ 
HOIDPH[AI] 
+ Kopie lo Oe). Фп[&(цоо)] 
The bottom line of the stamp had perhaps broken off. 
(a) Hagia Sophia. Ruins by the porch in the east wall. 
[1] Salzenberg, Bandenkmale, 64 no. з. [3] Lethaby and 
Swainson, Sancta Sophia, 156 no. 3. [3] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 268 no. 89, 
(b) Stamp: тоу x $7. 
Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


DOON( ) 


1285 
і: BJADOOX 


Bla ) Фвомі) 


(а) Stamp: (то) x 38. 
Land Walls, 
[т] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmaner, 149 no. 13. 
[2] DAT (Ist) neg. 6606 (cast). [3] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [4] Mango's notes (from cast). 


ФІ ) | 
See alsa ФІГ) or DIA() 
1286 
1, ІФАЯТМІ 
ім(биктаймос) t Ва у Фа) 
(a) Stamp: 134 x29. 
Excavations near Istanbul University 1943-46. 
[т] Firatli, "Trois églises’, 172, 177, pl. 7(Б) no. 6. 
1287 
1. ПУСІФКЄВАФІ 
ім(біктібуос) ev + (in leaf or heart) K(óji)e Во} d«( ) 
(a) Stamp: тда x 24. 
Date: 416/17 or 431/2. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. tb. 


Palace of Antiochus: 1-2. 

т. 400 X 380 x $0. 2. 400 X 395 X 50 

[1] DAT (Ist) neg. KB 1011. [2] Mango's notes. [3] Mango and 
Hawkins, ‘Fenari Isa Camis", 184 по, 25 (mentioned), 
Unknown: 1. 

1. 339 X (340) хо, AM тб. 

[1] Bardill negs. 54.1.332, 342. 


QI()orQIA( ) = 
See also ФІ), 

1288 

n INAIBAOLA 


ім(блютійумас) &i Во) Фа) 6 
iv(Guctidivoc) би" Bat ) Фа5() 
(a) Stamp: 130 x25. 
Land Walls. Near tower 11a: 1. 
1.Ёх? Reo. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


DIAHMOY 
See DHAIMOY, DIAHMOY, 





356 CATALOGUE 


ФІЛ() 


Layout: БА terminates inscription 
1289 
1. ПЧАФІА[ 
iv(Suerudvoc) а" DALE) Bos )) 
(а) Stamp: (83) x 26. 
Date: 432/53 or 447/8 or 462/3, See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect, re 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 
г. 2х2 хау, LAM 67. 
[1] Mamboury's nares. 


1290 
1. INIDIABA 

імббіктіймес) A ) рог) 

(а) Land Walls, Between Edirne Kapi and Tektur Saray. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mamboury, ‘Nouvelle lecture", 123. 


2. INIDIABA 
імбіктібуас) v. (AC) Bod ) 
(a) Unknown. 


[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 8$ no. 6. [2] Leclercq, 
*Estampilles", col. д no. б. 


Layout: name terminates inscription 


1291 
т. IN2BA (IA 


iw(Bueriówoc) СҮ Bal) Фа) 


(a) Stamp: 175 x25. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. MSBK inv. 6202, 360 x 370 x ?, stamp partially destroyed by 
Bingermarks. 
[1] MSBK neg. б202а. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 2437 (cast). 
[3] Mamboury's notes (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast). 


1292 
t. INHBAGOIA 


ім(біктійғас) n" Ро ) iC ) 

(a) Stamp: 144 x 2o. 
Unknown: t. 
L 390 375 X45-5 5, АМ тоу. 
[1] Вага neg. 34.8.33. 


1293 
1. ІМӨВАФІЛ 
імі(біктііғас) 8* Ва) ФА) 
(а) Stamp: r44 x 23. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, TAM (CK) по. 48, удо x 375 X 6o. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 
(b) Stamp: 145 x22. 
Unknown: 1. 


1. MSBK inv. 6209, (ча) x (200) х ? 
[1] Schneider, "Zicgelstempel', 265 no. 27, [2] MSBK neg. 
бзода. [3] DAI (Ist) neg. 2397 (cast). [4] Mamboury's notes 
(from cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 

(c) Stamp: 145 x23. 
Land Walls. / eire in wall berween towers 3 and 4. 
[1] Mango's notes. [2] Mango and Hawlans, Fenari lsa Camii’, 

, Та no. 25 (mentioned). 

(d) Stamp: 145 x22. 
Sea Walls. Маг! Kam, curtain wall berween the two towers: Т. 
1.380 x ? x 40. 


[т] Mamboury's nares. 


1294 
i. ІМРІБАФІЛ 


iv(Gueruivac) [y] r Bot ) ФА) 
Gamma altered to delta by the addition of a diagonal stroke. 


(a) Stamp: 145 X 24: 
Date: 415/16 or 430/1. See Part TI, Ch. ә, sect. rb, 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
т. збо X372 X $6 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's nores. [3] Mango and 
Hawkins, ‘Fenari Isa Camii', 184 no. 25 (mentioned), 


1295 
т. ПЧЕТВАФТА 


імбіктіймес) ev” Pool) 41) 

(a) Cistern to the north of the rotunda beside the Palace of 
Antiochus. 
[1] Naumann, '‘Antiochus-Palast’, 144. 


ФІЛАО _ 


1296 
і. ІМІВАРИЛА 
абаке уос) v Pip ) ad ) 
(a) Stamp: 160 хаб. 
Unknown: r. 
г. MSBK inv. 6206, (240) x (300) х? 
[1] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 265. п. 18 (wrongly ascribed to 
Talbot Rice, "Bodrum Cami’, 173). [2] Mamboury, ‘Nouvelle 
lecture", 119. [3] MSBK пер, 62662. [4] DAI (Ist) neg. 2347 
(саз). [s] Mamboury's notes (from cast). [6] Mango's nates 
(from cast), 


1297 
і. INEIBAOIAA 


ім(біктіймас) e році ) DiXa( ) 
(a) Stamp: 176 x 15. 
Great Palace, Area Ab, below the collapsed vault: 1. 


p?x?Xx4;. 
[7] Mamboury"s notes. 


CATALOGUE 


OIAO[.]AO.. 


1298 
I. -ФІЛОЇ - | 
AO. 


+ Dol. Jao. .+ 


(а) Stamp: 135 € 56. 
Hagia Sophia. Narthex, repairs to paving beside central door to 
exonarthex: т. 
1.355 X355 X ?, fingermarks making ellipse around the stamp. 
[т] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


ФІ() ITY( ) 

1299 

1. ФІПУ 
«По 


(а) Theotokes in the Chalkoprateia. Court to the east of the apse, 
[1] Mamboury"s nates, 


ФЛА() 
1300 
і, ААФАВГИЦ 
імібіктіуес) У" Вос ) ФА ) 


(а) Stamp: 114 x25. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.313 X (265) x40, AM Bo (old no. 54). 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.5.9. 


ФОҮТІМОҮ 
See DOY[ and DOTINOY, ФОУТІМОУ, 


ФОҮТ 





1401 
і. +ПИА1ФОҮ[ 


+ ПУм(биктиймос) 81^ Фан 
«ПШубйктйуос) v Фаз 
(а) Hebdomon (Bakirküy). 
[1] Dethier, “МаКпбу', 167 no. I" pl. TA‘ по, 18. 
1302 
г ІА5ФОУ. 


(мб летимо) с Фоо . 





(а) Stamp: (149) x31: 
Kalenderhane Camii. Covering of diakonikon vaule 1. 


т, (190) x (165) х 34. 
[т] Peschlow, *Brickstamps', Абу. 


ФРҮГЇ() 


1323 
1. INHOPYTI 
ivé(ueruvoc) тү Фриуц ) 
(a) Stamp: 193-104 x 31—35. 
Land Walls. Tower 18: 1. 
1.350 X340 MAG, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
Unknown: 1. 
r.2x?x39, AM BB. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94. 5.2 5. 


ФҮ() 


1304 
і. INHBA QV 
iv(Sixtidivoc) ту Воҳ ) Фа ) 
(а) Stamp: 145 x 3o. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. LAM (СК) no. 52, hngermarks made before stamping, 385 х 
збо х бо. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


Du) 


1305 
1. ПЧАВАФИ) 
ім(біктийуос) а” Во} Фо ) 
(а) Hebdomon (Bakirköy). Hypogeum debris, presumably from 
the collapsed roof: т, 
1.365 x 360 x ? 
[1] Ebersolt and Macridy, ‘Monuments’, 391, fig, 25. 
[2] Mamboury, ‘Fouilles I’, 239. [3] Schneider, '"Ziegelstempel', 
263 по. 16, 26$ no. 22. [4] Mango, ‘Brick Stamps’, 22. 
(b) Stamp: 162 xaf. 
Hebdomon (Bakirkàáy). Hypogeum: т. 
I. 370 X 460 X £3. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1306 
т. ТМТВАФШ 


ім(біютиіймос) 1* fol ) Deol ) 


358 CATALOGUE 


(a) Stamp: 145 x 35. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Vault of west cross-arm: x. B s/ 2. 
Unknown: 3. 
i (aap) *(225) X $2. 2. (145) x(135) хуз. 3. (150) X (120) хз. 
[т] Peschlow, *Brickstamps', Agd. 

2. INIBA ID 

ім(біктібуос) V Во) Фаҳ ) 

(a) Stamp: 159 x 22. 
Date: 456/7, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. rd. 
Cistern of Aspar. South-west wall, lowest brick band, filth 
course up, ir site: T- 


1,375 X 362 X? 
[1] Bardill (cast). 


1397 
1. INIABA OM 


ім(биктьбмос) ша” [ad ) dut ) 


(a) Unknown. 
[1] Sorlin-Dongny, Inscriptions", 84 no. 4 {Т have not seen 
Dethier, La Turquie (1872), to which Sorlin-Darigny refers). 
[2] Leclercq, ‘Estampilles’, col. 545 no. 4. 


1308 
т. ІМГВАФІП 
üv(Bucetvoc) Y Ва) Фо) 
(a) Stamp: (141) x 36. 
Date: 449/50. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 1c. 
St John of Stoudios: 1-2. 
L2x?x46 2.?x?x46. 
[1] Peschlow, Studioskrrche, (in preparation). 


13c9 
1, JBV QD 


1Во{ ) Фо) 
(а) Stamp: (82) х 30. 
Rhegium (Küçük Çekmece). Large surrounding wall of the 
Acropolis, beside the sea: т. 
TPR? X38-40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1310 
1. |ВАФІ 


У Brel ) Meni ) 

(а) Stamp: (95 from upright of bera to nght-hand edge) «26. 
Unknown: 1. | 
i. Fragment, 395 хЁх е, LAM із. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


QOTINOY, ФОУТІМОУ 


SINGLE-LINE 

WITH IN DICTION 

ТЕТІ! 

т. ФЛӘТІМБІМІ 
"Фштімою tv[(Bietiüwac) 


(a) Stamp: (177) x 41. 
Inknown: 1, 
1. (збо) x (265) x 37, AM 393, 
[т] Bardill negs. 25.5.7, 8. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


ФОҮТІМОҮ 

1312 

т. . AYOMITYOO« 
+ Dovcivou п. 
(a) Stamp: 230 x 37- 


Remains in Seftalt Caddesi. Masonry supporting water channel, 


[т] Mamboury's notes. 


DOTINOY 

1313 

т. +440TINOY 
+ Qutivou 


(a) Date: after 532. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ac. 
Baths of Zeuxippos, Eastern pillar at the south end of Room 1 
in Building 2. 
[1] Gray, “Brickstamps’, 53 no. 6, [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 268 no. 86, 


MAY OR MAY NOT HAVE CARRIED INDICTION 
ФОҮТІМОҮ 
1314 
г, JTYOD+ 
+ Dowt[ivou 


(а) Kozyatağı west of Erenköy. 
[1] Tsakalof, 'Satyros', 126. [2] Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 415 no. 
r3. [3] SEG 37 (1987) по. тоат. 


OWTINOY 


1315 
1, JOWTIN[OY 


] Фу Уп 


(a) Stamp: (124 from upright of phi to right-hand upright of nu) х 
43. 
Unknown: 1, 
т. ? x? x 35-40, AM 446. 
[1] Вага пер, 05.13.38; 95.14.02, та, 2а, 
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1316 (а) Stamp: (77) x 26. 
1. +ФЧ[ Date: 422/3 or 423/4 or 437/8 or 4318/9. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 
+ Dy тё. 
а — Cistern on Siraselviler Caddesi. 
(a) Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between [1] Mango's notes. 
Hagia Sophia and Нара Eirene 1, \ 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
XA() 
MuLtipLe-Line 1322 
1. АХТІ 
1517 н 
т. ТІФФ- у Xo( ) 
YOU (а) Stamp: 99 хау. 
+ шушо Паге: late 4th century? See Part IL Ch. го no. 4. 


(a) Stamp: 95 Ж. 
| Great Palace. Area Ab: г. 
I.370 X170 X {о 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


er 


1318 
1. INABA Q[ 
ім(бистиомос) a Bat ) ФГ 
(а) Stamp: ? x 37. 
Sea Walls. Large pillars near the monumental staircase, area Fb: 
І. 
1. ?хрхҳо. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes: 


1319 
1, ІМАВАРФ 
iv(&rerunvac) a Papi) ФІ 


(a) Stamp: (106) x 26. 
Tokludede Mescidi т. 
L,?x?x$o, LAM 55. 
[1] Mamboury's nates (squeeze). 
1320 
i- ФАНЯМІ 
tv(Burtidivoc) B^ Bat ) ФІ 
The name was possibly Dw ). Cp. 1309.12, also found at Rhegium. 
(a) Stamp: (82) x 24. 
Rhegram (Küçük Çekmece), Substructures near the ayasma: т; 


Lee? ge, 
[1] Marmboury's notes. 


1321 
і. INSOL 
ім(біктайуос) с G D 
1289 and 1290 suggest ім(біктиймос) с С ФА) fad У). 


Unknown: 1. 
І, 312% зоб x42, AM 39. 
[1] Bardill перу. 94.2.28, 29, 


XPEI( ) 
See also 1423.12, 1579.14. 


1323 
1. ВАХРЕІ 
ро) Хра) 
(а) Stamp: 155 хуу. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
г. (183) x(178) х 38-46, АМ 185 (old по. 88). 2. 314 x 300% 
52-56, АМ гут (old no. 66). 
[1] Bardill пере. 94.10.5302, 11a (1); 94.11. rga (1). 
2. BAXPE[I] 


Bot ) Хра )] 
(a) Stamp: ? x38. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1, Once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


XPHCTOY, XPICTOY 


SInGLE-LINE 

XPH) 

1324 

і. INAIABAXPH 
іубііктійуос) w Be ) Xen ) 


(a) Unknown. 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigay, ‘Inscriptions’, 84 no. 9. [a] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 26$ no. 23. [1] Mamboury, ‘Nouvelle lecture’, 
таз, 
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XPHC( ) WITHOUT INDICTION 
1325 XPHCTOC 
1. ТАХРНГ. 
Е 132 
18 Xpne( ) S -XPHC 
(a) Stamp: (87) хау. LOS 
Kalenderhane Camu. Main church, north cross-arm, in cistern: * Xoficme 


І. 
т. (158) х(т ра) x 44. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', А 37. 


XPHC... 


1326 
1, XPHC... 
Xpnc... 
(a) Stamp: t ro жо. 
Date: со 1-504 or 916-190 {31—34. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 
Remains on Ismetrye Caddesi, North group. 
[т] Mamboury's nores. 


MuLTIPLE-LiNE 
WITH INDICTION 
XPIC(TOY) 

1327 


т. ЇХРІС 

jave 

Хрис(тоб) s Змб(лютиймос) є" 

Note ligarure of iota, nu, and delrá ia line >, 

(a) Stamp: (163) x 57. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928: 1. 
1, 2x? x35. 
[т] Gray, "Brickstamps', 56 no. 43. [1] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 265 na. до, [у] Mamboury’s notes 


XPICTOY 

Accessory E 

1328 

г. «ХРІС 
TOY 
IASG 


«Хрістоб ux se 


(a) Stamp: 84 x74. 
Unknown: т. 
1. MSBE inv. 6226, (190) x (380) x ? 
[1] MSBK neg. 62283. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 2349 (cast). 
[1] Mamboury's notes (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast). 


(а) Stamp: roo x 7a. 
Great Palace. Area АҺ, Foundations of vault below the 
collapsed vault: 1. 
1,370 X? x50. 
[1] Mamboury’s nores. 


XPHCTOY 


1330 
L XPHC 
[T]OA 
Xpnc[r]ou 
{а} Stamp: 95 хур. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
І. RPN {O 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1331 
г. 4X THC 
TOY 
+ Хрӯстоо 


(а) Stamp: тоу x 7o. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault: 1. 
1, 380 X 356 хдо. 
[т] Mambaury's notes. 


XPICTOY 


No accessory 


1332 
1. «ХРІС 
TOY 


+ Хрістоїб 
(a) Stamp: 99 x 67. 
Kanye Camii: г. 
т, Once in Robert College, 355 x ? хо, 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1, (330) (246) x 41-44, АМ 158. 2. (557) x (121) 4 30737, AM 
364, 
[1] Вагай negs. 94.00.48 (1); 95.7.21, 22 (2). 


1333 
ы +X PIC - 
TOY4 


With border 
+ Aper + 
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(a) Augustaion. Discovered in the narrow street running from 
Hagia Sophia ta Sultan Ahmet Camii, near the Tribunal of 
Commerce (the later Palace of Justice, burned down іп 1933). 
[1] Leval, *Archaiolagika', бту по. У" 

(hb) Stamp: 8o x 67. 

Unknown: т. 
i: Once in Robert College, ? x? хас AM тоё, 
[т] Mango": notes. [2] Bardill neg. 04. 11.322. 


2. [+XP]IC 

(Tory 

Without border 

[+ Xp]ic[vofo + 

(а) Stamp: (со) хуу. 
Land Walls. Tower бла. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmawer, 150 по, 26.2, 
[2] DAI (Ist) neg. 6596 (cast). [3] Mamboury's notes (from 

,' east). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


Accessory А. 

1334 

1. «РІС. 
ТОҮА 


+ Apem a 


(a) Stamp: тоз х({{1). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 193 5-38. Site 
Вт, building north-west of church, debris: т, 
І. Px PX 30, по, 37. 
[1] GPL, pl. 14 no. 37. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, пер, 210, [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[1]. 

(b) Stamp: (74) x 75. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Exonarthex /т: 1, 
1. (170) X (130) X 34. 
[т] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, B33. 


Accessory K 
1335 


1. ХРІС 
TOYR 


Хритофк 

(а) Date: after у 32. Sec Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. ac. 
Baths of Zcuxippos. Ia or near Building т or 2. 
[1] Gray, ‘Brickstamps’, 54 no. 25. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel, 268 по. 87 (incomplete). 


Accessory IN 


1336 
1, +XPIC 
TOYM 


+ Apie v 


(a) Stamp: (75) x52. 
own: г. 
1. (250) X (182) X 37, AM 124. 
[1] Вага negs. 25.1.18, 19, 20. 


May or тау not bave carried accessory 


1337 
і. -АЕРІС 
TOY. 


+Xpierod , 


(a) Stamp: (82) х 59. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1945-38. Site 
Вт, building north-west of church, debris: 1, 
t. No, 34. 
[11 GPL, pl. 14 no. 34. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 207. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 


[2]. 
(b) Stamp: go x (55). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Perisryle area in 1955-58. 
[1] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 38, пер. 243. 


XPHCTOY or XPICTOY 
1338 
г -ХРИС) 
TOY. 
%Хоһеһот. 
(а) Stamp: ? x 48. 
Land Walls. Near tower 63a, 


[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmauer, 1 50 no. 25.1. 
[2] DAT (Ist) neg. 6596. 


CRUCIFORM 


1339 
т. Р 
нхк 
N 
Хрйістос) уэлк(@) (2) 
(a) Stamp: 75 x77. 
Kalenderhane Сатай, Unknown: 1. 
1, (355) Х(305) хуз one break. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Ds. 


TABULA ÁNSATA 


1340 
1. XPHC 
TOY[ 
Хрістою | 
(а) Stamp: (112) х( хо). 
Sea Walls. Near tower 16: 1. 
L2X?x395. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 77, 81; hp. 88 по. 4. 
[2] Mamboury's nates. 
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КРІСТОҮ 


jee XPHCTOY, ХРІСТОУ, 





nn 





1341 
і, «ОЧУР 


жіубітктибуде) B^ CX. 
(a) Ruins near Topalian Ham in the area bounded by Hoca Наш 


Sokağı, Kaputcular Sokağı and Kaurcioglu Sokagi. 
[1] Meliopoulos, “Topothesia’, 231 no. то. 


MONOGRAMS 





RECTANGULAR 
Box monograms 


1342 


^k 


Monogram no. т. Kupraxov (2) 


(a) Theotokos in the Chalkoprateta, 
[т] Leval, 'Archaialogika', 619-29, section 1v. [2] Mango, 
"Brick Stamps’, 21, fig. 3 (bortom row, far right). 


1. 
А, 
Without border. 
Monogram no. 2. Кориакої (7) 
(a) Stamp: 73 «68. 
Balaban Ара Mescidi: 1. 
1. 2 X? X 46, LAM 92. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


$ қар 


With border. 
Monogram no. 2. Корихкої (7) 
(a) Stamp: 7o хва. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Нара Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 7a x65. 
Great Palace, excavations in rhe Perisryle area in 1945-48. 
Mamboury gives location as "Са". 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze), 
(c) Stamp: 7o хб. 


Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 
1.? x? x 40745, LAM тол, 
[1] Mamboury's notés. [э] Mango's notes. 
(d) Stamp: 72 x 6o. 
Date: 533—315. See Part II, Ch. о, sect. 2b. 
Hagia Sophia. Constructions of north-west court: 1. 
1.3145 X? X $a. 
[1] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 269 no, ісі. [2] Mamboury's 
notes, 
Stamp: 75 x 64. 
Date: 532-37. See Part IL, Ch. 9, sect, 2b, 
Hagia Sophia. North-east buttress, brick spanning upper 
opening in north wall of room at gallery roof: 1. 
1, $00 X370 x] 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
Hagia Sophia. South-west burrress, top of stair in vaulted room 
at top of well: 1=2. 
1.550X340 X GO. 2. бу X345 хо. 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 


ттм. 
AX 


(і 


кш 


de 


Without border. 
Monogram по. 3, Коршжкої (7) 
(a) Stamp: 75 x 64. 
Probably fram the area af the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
т. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: 71 x63. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. 354 X347 347-56, АМ 415 (old no. 181). 
[1] Вага negs. 95.10.112, 122. 
(c) Stamp: 73 x 65. 
Unknown: t-3. , 
1.ЇАМ(СК\з. з. IAM (СК) за. 3. IAM (CK) sb. 
Notes: 173. Three bricks measure 340 х 340 Х са, 370 4 330 € 59, 
355 X 342 X 40, 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze), [2] Mango's notes. 


de 


With border. 

Monogram no. 3. Kup?) 

(а) Stamp: йу x61. 
Fenari Isa Camii: 1. 
I. 364 x (181) x 35-41, AM 181, 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). Га! Mango and Hawkins, Fenari 
Isa Camii', fig. 39 no. б, [3] Sodini, "L'Artisanat', 74, fig. x no. 
з. [4] Вата neg, 94.1 riga- 

(b) Stamp: 69 x 63. | 
Hagia Eirene. Southern side of atrium: 1-2, 
1.3155 X342 X48. 2.330 x ? x 48, 
[т] George, St. Еігепе, pl. 16 nos. 16 and 17. [3] Mango, ‘Trick 
Stamps’, 23, fig. 3 (bottom row, centre right). 
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(c) Stamp: 69 x 64. I 

Unknowti 1: et 

1. 357 X(345) X 4375 f, AM 414. RE 

[1] Bardill neg. 95.10.2100. 


(d) Stamp: 7a x64. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Нара Eirene: 1. 
1. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[т] Mamboury"s notes, 
(е) Stamp: zo x65. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1. LAM (CK) 31. 2 IAM (CK) 31, 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures 35$ x 355 x $5. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(f) Dare: after 532. See Part I, Ch. 5, sect. ac. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. Wall of apse of Building а. 
[1] Gray, "Brickstamps', 51 (mentioned, but not, as stated there, 
+ included аз no. 6 on p. 53), 


"AM 
Monogram no, 4. Корхо? (?) 


(a) Unknown. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 94 no. 62, pl. 14 по, 15. 


"den 


Monogram no. 5. Коріахоб (?) 

(а) Date: с. $32/3. See Parr IL Ch. o, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Ruins in front of the west doors, demolished 
November 1873, 
[1] Sarlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", 93 no. 49, pl, 14 no. 11. 


8. Monogram по, 1, 2 or з. Корко? (?) 


(a) Stamp: 73 x (65). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. 
Mamboury gives the location as "Са", 
(11 Mamboury’s notes (squeeze). 


9. Monogram no. 1, 2 or 3. Коріажо (2) 


(a) Hagia Sophia. Reused to repair the Turkish wall, ina corner 
and to the right of the alley as ome faces the north entrance to 
the narthex. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1343 
1. txt 


Monogram no. 9. 

(a) Stamp: 81 x66. 
Unknow: x. 
т. (290) x (175) X 39745, AM 439, 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.13.21, 24. 


Square border, 


Monogram na, ia. 


(a) Stamp: (75 from upright of cross to right-hand edge) х 72. 
Linknown: 1. 
1. Fragment, ? x ? ¥ yo, 1AM г. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 

(b) Rorunda and adjoining hall north of the Palace of Antiochus. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 61567 

(с) Stamp: (78) x (64). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 195 5-38: 1. 
L?x?xóc, по, 71. 
[1] GPL pl. 14 no. 71: [2] Mango, ‘Brick Stamps’, 21, fig. з 
(bottom row, centre left), [3] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 233. [4] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2]. 


1345 


1. 


м 
Octagonal border. 


Monogram no. to. 


(a) Stamp: B6 х? 
Land Walls. Tekfur Sarayı interior, bottom of wall near the 
Gate af the Porphyrogenitus: (one). Unknown: (one). 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Stamp: зо x68. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946—47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
1, Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
(c) Stamp: inner borders at top and bottom are ғу apart. 
Unknown: r. 
1.2 x? x36-36, AM 12. 
[1] Вага negs. 95.6.5, б. 
(d) Unknown: 1. 
н. (215) x(195) x40, AM щу. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.13.35, 37. 


1346 
г + KOYBI 


КОУЛАР 
+ топоргат no. rr коб|икоодлері їсо) 


(а) Stamp: 145 x55. 
Perinthos (Marmara Ere@lisi): т, 
1, Stored in the barracks af Marmara Erejlisi. 
[1] Sayar, Perinthos, 389 no. 250, pl. 44, fig. 186. 


1347 
1. + kl KOYBI 


KOVAAPe 
 monogram по, гі kouflucouAap(tou)s 
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(а) Stamp: 130 x 85, 
Perinthos (Marmara Ereglisi): 1. 
т. Stored in the barracks of Marmara Ёге їй. 
Гі) Sayar, Perinthos, 389 no, 251, pl. 44, fig. 181, 


1345 
з. М 
9. 
Monogram no. 13. Mapxov, Можиріою, Maupixion (2) 


(а) Stamp: go x 85. 
Christ Philanthropos, Vaults behind main vaults: т. 
1,350 X345 X49. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. [2] Demangel and Mamboury, 
Manganes, 29, fig. 32 по. т. [3] Mango, "Brick Stamps", 21, fig. 
з (bottom row, far left), 


Monogram no. r4. Марком, Меке р ол», Мал|р/ікіоу (Р) 


(а) Stamp: 93 x 82. 
Christ Philanthropos. Vaults behind main vaults, on the left of 
the railway after rhe passage that goes to the sea, їп шїн т. 
12x? X35. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Demangel and Mamboury, 
Manganes, 29, fig. 32 no. 2. 

(b) Stamp: 93 x (82). 
Unknown: 1, 
1. MSBK шу. 6216, (130) x (150) x ? 
[1] MSBK neg. 62162. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 2349 (cast). 
[з] Mamboury's notes (fram cast). [4] Mango's notes (from 
cast). 


1340 
1. 4 
us 
Monogram no. 15. Маркою, Макаріо», Movpuciow (?) 
(а) Stamp: 77 x 69. 
Kariye Camii. Between parekklesion and diakonikon doorway: 
A, 
1.340 «330 X37, AM 115. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing) [2] Bardill negs. 94.9.4, 5. 
[3] Dumbarton Oaks Photographic Collection H 56.465. 
(b) Stamp: 81 x72. 
Date: 532-37. See Part I, Ch. 9, sect. ab, 
Hagia Sophia. North-west ramp, hole in wall of second landing 
below the north gallery. 
[1] Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
(с) Stamp: 82 x 7o. 
Unknown: 1. 
І. [AM (CK) no. 8, 380 x 380 хо. 
[1] Mango's notes, 


(d) Stamp: #2 x 7o. 
Tokludede Mescidi; 1-5. 
LIAM о, 2. 1AM у. у TAM 6у. 4. LAM7y. 5. TAM гы. 
Mores 1-6. One brick measures 370 x 350 «45. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


і, ы) У 
Monogram na. 16, Марком, Макаріою, Маорікіо» (2) 
(a) Stamp: 84 x66. 
Unknownt 1. 
т. (230) x (200) X 40-47, AM 219. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94,6.23a. 


1341 
Y. + 
i 


Monogram no. 17. 


(а) Burgaz Adası. Transfiguration church, 
[1] Albert, '" Antigoni", 39, fig, 20. 


ЕТЕ a 
"РЕ 


Monogram по. 18. 

(а) Stamp: 8: x 72. 
Kalenderhane Сати, B 3/3: 1. 
1. (213) x (176) x 39, dog's paw print obscures stamp. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘“Brickstamps’, Ёё, 


1353 


I 


Monogram по. 19. 


(a) Stamp: 88 хбт. 
Hebdomon (Bakirköy). Underground passage going inland 
from the sea to the site of a ruined palace: т, 
1,2 X 2X45. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
(b) Stamp: 8e x75. 
Great Palace. Area АҺ, 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


1354 
I. | + ) 
Monogram no. 20. 
(а) Several variants. 
Stamp: approximately 57 x $8. 
Dare: possibly shortly after the middle of the dth century. See 
Part IT, Ch. тт, sect. 11, 


Kalenderhane Camii: Apse of North Church: 1,4, $. A 7/2: 5. 
Unknown: 2. 
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г, (220) x (205) x30. 2. (188) х(185) x у4. 3. (258) x (210) 32. 


4. (2525) x (1 $6) худ, $. 347 x (247) x 37. 
[1] Pesehlow, 'Brickstamps', Ее (illustration compiled from 
several variants). 


13% 


1. ft 


Monogram no, ir. 
(a) Stamp: (65) х (70). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1955-58, Site 
Br: 1. 
I, ?* X 26, по. 16, 
[1] GP1, pl. 14 по, 16. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, пер, гәз. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
. [2]. 


1346 


B: 


Monogram no. 22, Комстоутімом, Коїм)стомтімом (2) 
(a) Stamp: 72 x 77. 
Date: so7—22. See Pare IT, Ch. 5, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 434: 1, Level 692:2. Level 700*: 3. 
Unknown: 4. 
1.No.759. 2. Мо. 529. 3. No. 250. 4. Мо. 689. 
Notes: 1-4. One brick measures ? x ? x 39. 
[т] Hill, “Brickstamps’, 211, Brr: [2] Saraghane archive neg. 


9.12.12 (1). 
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5, М 

Monogram no. 23, 

(a) Stamp: 101 х су. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. 2 x ? x 31, AM 29. 
[т] Bardill neg. 94.2. 16. 

(b) Stamp: 112 x57. 
East ої the Acropolis: 1. 
1. 2X? i2, 
[1] Mamboury’s nores. 
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ЖТ 


Monogram na. 24. 
(а) Stamp: 62-84 x 68-20. 


Unknown: 1. 
1, (215) x (175) x42, AM 94 (old по. 182), 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.5.3 r. 


Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: т. 

1, Once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 

Byzantine drains along the Mese, Opposite Firuz Aga Camii 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
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ШІ; 


Monogram no. зо, 


(а) Stamp; 7o x 63. 
Land Walls. Outer wall at Silivri Кари т, 
т. MSEK inv. 6268, (112) x (140) х? 
[1] Sarlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 89 no. 32, pl. 14 по, б. 
[2] MSBK neg. 62082. [3] DAL (Ist) neg. 2345 (cast). 
[4] Mamboury’s nates (from cast). [5] Mango's notes (from 
cast). 

(b) Land Walls. Wall between towers 67a-65a. 
[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmawer, 150 no. 30:2. 
[2] DAI (Ist) negs. 6$96, 6597, 6606 (2 examples). 

(c) Land Walls. Wall berween towers ба and тп. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


тубо 
I. Бу 
Monogram no. 26. Томтуу[оо) 
(а) Stamp: 82 x65. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1. 


1.(233) X (166) x 35. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', E3. 


Cruciform monograms 


All cruciform monograms are dated to after £18. See Part IT, Ch. 5, 
Sect, та. 
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2 


Monogram по. 45. Горі 


(а) Stamp: 72 х 68. 
Date: after 518 and possibly after с. 530. See Part И, Ch. 5, sect, 
та, 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1944-35. 
Room north-west of Hall Є, debris: т. 
t.? kX? Kas, по. 75, 
[1] GP I, pl. 14 по. 75. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 236. [3] Talbot Rice archive пер, as 
[2]. 
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(b) Stamp: 79 x ув. 
Date: after 5 18 and possibly after c зо. See Part IT, Ch. у, sect. 
та. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1, (295) x (190) x 29-34, AM 280 (old na. тоў}. 2. AM 279. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.1.1, 2 (т). 

(с) Stamp: 8o x 7o. 
Date; after 518 and possibly after г. 530. See Part Il, Ch. 5, sect. 
та. 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: т. 
1. 365 X 355 X 40, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(d) Stamp: 32 x 72. 
Date: after $18 and possibly after є узо. See Part IL, Ch. 5, seer. 
та. 
Unknown: 197. — у : 
1IAM(CK)4. 2. IAM (СК) 4a. 3.IAM (CK) 4b. 4.IAM 
(CK) 4. о ЇЗАМ(СК) 44. 6. IAM (CK) де. 7. IAM (CK) af. 
Notes: 1-7. Two bricks measure збо x 360 x фо, 370 360 x 46. 
[1r] Mango's notes. 

(е) Stamp: 81 x72. 
Date: after 5 18 and possibly after c $36. Sec Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. 
та. 
Hagia Eirene, Southern side of atrium: 1. 
1.355 X355 хро. 
[1] George, 5t. Eirene, pl. 16 no. то. [2] Mango, ‘Brick Stamps’, 
21, fig. 3 (top row, left). 

(f) Baths of Zewappos. In or near building І or 2. 
Date: after 532. See Part П, Ch. о, sect. 2c (also Ch. 5, sect. та). 
[т] Gray, "Brickstamps', 53 no. 2. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 269 no. 102. 

(g) Sorlin-Dorigny and Schneider assumed that the monogram was 
Latin, reading ЕОСА, 
Date: after 518 and possibly after c узо. See Part II, Ch. 4, sect. 
та, 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inseriptions’, 94 no. 63. [a] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 269 no, 199, 

(Б) Date: after $18 and possibly after c 5 3a. See Part I, Ch. 5, sect. 
ia. 
In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 and 
1958-60 between Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[т] Dirimtekin, ‘Fouilles’, 18e no. 8. 
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бі 
Monogrármi no. 47. Говіоо 
The horizontal bar of the gamma has been omitted by the die- 
cutter. 


(a) Stamp: 72-76 x 71. 
Dave: after 518 and possibly after c 530. See Part П, Ch. 5, sect. 
Із. 


Unknown: 1—3, 


1.(298) х(245) хар АМ уу, 2. (260) х(23р) x15, AM уут. 
3448 * (240) X44, AM 312 (old па. 661 nr 1992). 

[1] Вага пер. 94-5-4 (1); 95.6.31, 32 (2). 

Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
Нара Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 

1.? x? x 40, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 

[т] Mamboury’s notes. 
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2 


Monogram no. 46, Daetow 


(a) Stamp: 72 x 8c. 
Date: after 518 and possibly after c 530. See Part IL Ch. 5, seer. 
та, 
Hagia Sophia. South-east buttress, third window sill below che 
тор sill, work of either Sinan or the Fossati brothers. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.8.3, 4. [2] Emerson and van Nice, 
"Collapse", roy; fig. 12 (just visible). 


(b) Stamp: 75 x69. == 
Date: after $18 and possibly after c узо. See Part IT, Ch. у, sect. 
та, 


Hagia Eirene. Southern side of atrium. 
ІҢ George, 5t. Eirene, pl. 16 no. 18, 
(c) Stamprzs x? 
Date: after 5 18 and possibly after с. о. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. 
Ға, 
Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 between 
На а Sophia and Hagia Eirene: 1. 
L2? X? x 4o, once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(d) Stamp: (77) x (65) 
Date: after $18 and possibly after г. 5 30. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. 
12. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. 2X? X37, AM 272. 
[т] Bardill negs. 54.13. 5. 
(e) Stamp: (70) x72. 
Date: after 518 and possibly after с. 539. See Part IT, Ch. ү, sect, 
та, 
Unknown: 1. 
1, (220) x (2090) х 35-39, AM 437. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.13.19, 20. 
(f) Stamp: 75 x75. 
Date: after $18 and possibly after c зо. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect, 
га. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, IAM (CK) no. 58, 360 x 352 x 5. 
[т] Mango's notes. 
(и) Dare: after 5 18 amd possibly after c уо. See Part II, Ch. 5, есі. 
тй, 
In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 and 
1958-60 between Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Dirimrekin, ‘Fouilles’, 180 no. 7. 
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Monogram по. 44. Гаі (?) 

(а) Stamp: рі «Ez, 
Date: late 6th century. See Part П, Ch. гт, sect. B. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 
1943-55. £n situ in the cistern below the south-west portico in 
same wall as 261.12: (msmerous) 1-2. 
1, 350 Xx 35a х го, labelled no. 8. 2,2 x 2 x 42. 
Notes: Published measurements of bricks in this location: 340 x 
342 X49. 
[1] GP II, 127, fig. 21 по, з. [2] Mango, ‘Review I, 68 
(mentioned). [3] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, 
box 35, neg, unnumbered, [4] Mamboury's notes. 
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"ке 


Monogram по. 48. Гео ру (2) 

(а) Stamp: ? x75. 
Date: c, $32/3. See Part II, Ch, 9, sect. ab. 
Hagia Sophia. Byzantine drains of Caferiye Sokagi. 
ІЗ Mamboury's nates. 
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й 


Monogram no. 49. Геаруүйот (?) 

(а) Date: after $18 and possibly after c ўзо, See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect, 
12. 
Hebdomon (Bakirköy). 
[1] Dethier, “Makrikdy’, 16% no. ІВ”, рі. ТА" no. то, 
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ІМ АФА 

Monogram по, 42. Гай іуб(іктіфмас)ғ a 

(а) Stamp: about rez x 76. 
Date: after {18 and possibly after c 530. See Part IT, Ch. ¢, sect. 
та, 
Unknown: 1. 
т. Абант 356 356 x 5 1, General Shale Products Corporation, 
Museum of Ancient Brick. 
[1] Saffer, "Museum of Ancient Brick’, 64. 
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2 ak 


Monogram по, 43. "laxx(vvou) [1]v&(ueruwoc) a^ 
(а) Stamp: 128 x 96, 
Date: after 418 and possibly after c $30. See Part II, Ch. ест; 
та, 
Great Palace. Area Ab. 
г. 380 X ? X 45. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


1369 
Ж; E 
Monogram по, 53. ІМ(биктиймос) [. .] 
(а) Stamp: 92 x75. 
Date: after 514 and possibly after c 530. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. 
1a. 
Great Palace, Area Ас. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


ad 


Monogram no. ўс, + "оїб(имо)о (?) 
(n) Stamp: 70 x ? 
Date after 518 and possibly after с 530. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. 
та, 
Sea Walls. Narlt Карі, south rower, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1371 
ES 
Monogram no. 52. Ейсе Но (2) 
(a) Stamp: 74 x Bo, 
Dare: after 5 18 and possibly after є. 530, See Parr IT, Ch. 5, sect. 
fa. 


Unknown: т, 
1.472% 368. x 45, AM 166. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.10.17, 18a. 


Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946-47 berween 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene 1. 

i. ? x? x42, once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 

[т] Mamboury's notes. 


Multiple monograms 
1372 


ерні 


Monogram пох, ph 32, 46. Өғафикуат Еті Monpixion 
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(a) Stamp: 127 КЁ], 
Date: 582-602. Sce Part IT, Ch. ү, sect, 1a. 
Unknown: 3-3. 
1. (290) x (214) x 42, AM 72 (old no. 153). 2. 340 X (185) ж 38, 
AM 41. з. мо x 330 x 37-40, АМ 151. 
| 1) Bardill пер. 94.4.23, 24 (1); 94.2.31 (2); 94.7.2730 (1). 
(b) Date: 2582-58 2/5. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. 13and Ch. 11, sect. 7. 
Excavation of the Diakonissa complex near Istanbul 
University, 1943-46. 
[т] Firarli, "Trois églises", 172, 177, pl. 7(b) na. 5. 
Га) Mamboury"s notes. 
(c) Stamp: 128 x62. 
Date: 582-602. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect, ra. 
Unknown: 1, 
1. LAM (CK) no. 33, fragment, х? ха. 
[т] Mango's notes. 
(d) Stamp: (118) х ба. 
Dare: 582-602, Sce Part II, Ch. $, sect. за. 
Kalenderhane Сатан, Сз filling along north wall: т. 
1. (253) x (220) X 40. 
[т] Peschlow, "Brickstamps", Es 
(с) Scamp: 127 x63. 
Date: 582-602. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. та. 
Unknown: 1. 
[t2 x? x42-44. 
[т] Wulzinger, Baudenkmáler, 41 pl. 20 (middle). 
[2] Wulzinger’s notes. 
(f) Dare: 582—602. See Part I, Ch. 5, sect. 1a. 
Haydarpaşa, 
[1] Meliopoulos, ' Anekdotai', 73. [2] Feissel, "Inscriptions", 
408 no. 2.2. [1] SEG 37 (1987) no. 1026. 
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1. 
жені 
Monograms тт, 32, 55. Mat ) (2) ізгі Mau(p)eiow 


(a) Date: 582-602. See Part П, Ch. 5, sect. та. 


Haydarpaşa 
[1] Meliopoulos, 'Anekdotoi', уу. [2] Feissel, ‘Inseriptions’, 
дов no. 2.1. [3] SEG 37 (1987) по, 102%. 
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‘| et 


Lost monogram and monogram nos. 32, 55. [7] лі Men(p)ucion 


(a) Dare: 582-602, See Part II, Ch, 5, sect. та. 
Great Palace, next to the domes of area Ab: т. 
1. ? 8? so, 


[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
1375 
L | 
МЕН | 


Monogram nos. 41, 12 [and уу 07 56) 


7 вий [Movprxiou) 
? éxi [Мачруикіоо] 
(a) Stamp: (74) 69, 
Date: 482—602. See Part IL, Ch. є, sect. та. 
Unknown: 1. 
1,2? x?x38—-40, AM 200, 
[т] Bardill negs. 94.06.22, зл. 


1376 
[ 1А (fragmentary monogram) and monogram no. $7. | JA 
МГодырикЦа)о 
(а) Stamp: (уо) x 55. 

Date: c 582-5 82/5, See Part I, Ch. s, sect, та and Ch. 11, sect. 7. 
Веуали, excavations of 1943-44, reused in masonry of a church: 
1 


12x? x17-49, АМ 194. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.17.:32a. [2] Mamboury's nores. 


CIRCULAR p 
Box monograms 

1377 

UN 


Monogram no. 29. + Пайдог + 


(a) Stamp: 8o diameter. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 66a5. 
(b) Stamp: 70 diameter. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of the drains in the 
Forum of Constantine: (several). 
[1] Mamboury"s notes, 
(c) Stamp: 77 diameter, 
Kalenderhane Cami. Roof filling wall: (one). North-east 
corridor, north of apse: (one). Unknown: (wo). 
T. 379 x(350) € 39. 2. (128) х(95) хат. 5. (290) x (160) x 42, two 
breaks. 4. (175) (135) 48. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstatnps', Су. 
(d) Stamp: 78 diameter. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, [AM (CK) по, 26, fragment, Р х ? x40, 
[r] Mango's notes. 


1378 
I. 4 
Monogram na. 31. 
(а) Stamp: 63 diameter vertically, 
Fenari Isa Camii 1. 
IL ?X? хло, AM 79. 


[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 
Isa Camii’, fig. 39 no. 8. [3] Bardill negs. 94.5.7, 8. 
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(b) Stamp: 67 diameter. 


Kalenderhane Camii. North-east upper chamber, east facade: т. 


Unknown: 2-3. 
L 365 х 355 X41, wo breaks, 2. (260) (215) хуб. 3.(310)ж 
(84) x36. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps", Сб. 
(c) Stamp: 68 diameter. 
Date: роҙ-22. See Part II, Ch. o, sect. са. 


St Polyeuktos, Level 1121 (‘Baptistery’, west wall, north end): 


і, 
1, No. 787, 365 x 154 x 40. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 215, Стб. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9. T T. $2. 
(d) The Pappears to have been omitted from Mango's drawing. 
Stamp: 7o diameter. 
Unknown: т. 
1. IAM (CK) no. 24, fragment, ? x? хур. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
1379 
ро 1- Indecipherable monogram. 
(a) Stamp: 68 estimated diameter. 
Kalenderhane Сатай, Vault of Byzantine drain below apse of 
North Church: т. 
1. (110) x(8a) x 40. 
[1] Peschlow, “Brickstamps', Су. 
1380 


Monogram no. 34. 
(a) Stamp: 75 diameter. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. [AM (CK) по. 93, ? X? x 75. 
[1] Mango's notes. 
Byzantine drains along the Мезе. Corner of Divan Yolu and 


Ticarethane ЅоКафа. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 3354. 


1181 
“ТП 


Monogram no. 35. 
(a) Stamp: 62 diameter, 
Unknown: 1. 
1. LAM (СК) no. 17, fragment, 365 x? x40, 
[1] Mango's notes. 
(b) Unknown, 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. КВ 548g. 
1382 
I. 


© z 
BN: 


Monogram по, 27. tv[Bwcrvbvoc) В“ 


(а) Date: after 532. See Part П, Ch. ә, sect. ac. 
Great Palace, area Ea (Baths of Zeuxippos). 
[1] Mamboury's nares. 

(b) Stamp: 114 diameter. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1,?x?2x39, AM Bs, 2.2 x ? x 40245, АМ BG, 
[1] Вага negs. 94.5.19 (1); 94.5.20 (2), 

(c) Probably from the area of the excavations in 1946—47 between 
Hagia Sophia and Hagia Eirene: т, 
т, Once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 
[1] Mamboury’s nates. 


1383 

1. b 
Monogram no, 25. 
(а) Unknown. 


[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 84 по. 2, pl. 14 no. 1 
[2] Leclercq, 'Esrampilles', сої. $44 no. 2, 


1384 
ЯР 


Monogram па. 35. 


(a) Stamp: 67 outer diameter. 56 inner diameter. 
Tokludede Mescidi: т. 
1,2 x? x so, LAM 86. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


1384 
+ Ld 
Monogram no. 4o. 


(a) Stamp: тоҙ diameter. 
Unknown: 1. 
i. 340 X (330) хат, AM 23. 
[1] Bardill neg. 54.2.7. 
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E 

Monogram по, 36. Perhaps tie убас Петро, The name Петром, at 

least, seems likely, on the grounds that many other stamps from the 

superstructures of St Polyeuktos bare this name, 

(a) Stamp: 103 diameter. 
Date: 07-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. за, 
St Polyeuktos, Level 165: 1. Level 288: 2, Level 307: з. Level 
381: 4. Level 539: ү. Level 667: 6, Level 692: 7. Level усо*; 8, 
Level 720: 9. Level 725*: то. Level 8377: 11. Level Egr" 12-ту. 
Level 859: t4-16. Level 867: 17. Level өза” (pier, castern end, 
debris): 18-19. Level roro: 20. Level 1638: 21. Level ipin 
Unknown: 23-4. 
1: No, 108. 2. Мо. 1426. 3. No. 789. 4. No, 886. є. No. 1429. 
6.Мо. 432. 7. No. уот. 8.No.1427. 9. No. 428. то, Мо. 
343. 11. No. 289, та. INo. дт. 13. No. 456. 14. Мо. 427. 
tj. No. 43o. 16. No. 439. ту, No. jaje 18,INo. оул. ту, Мә, 





370 CATALOGUE 


933. 20. No, 1165. ir. Mg, roz4.. 22. No. авт. 23. №. 
1339. 24. Мо, 1340. 

Notes: 1-24. One brick measures ? х? х 37-50. 

[1] Hill, "Brickstamps", 215, C13. [2] Saraçhane archive neg, 
9.12.13 (1). 


=e 


Monogram по. 37. Perhaps міс vine Петров, The name Пётроо, at 
least, seems likely, on the grounds that many other stamps from the 
superstructures of 5t Polyeukros bore this name. 


(a) Stamp: 103 diameter. 
Date: 527-22. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. эд. 
St Polycuktos. Level 252: 1. Level 724: 2. Level 725": 3. Level 
$157: 4. Level 837*: р. Level 8517: 6—7. Level 859: 8-15. Level 
pop”: 16. Level озо? (pter, eastern end, debris): 17-18. Level 
924 (pier, eastern end, debris): 19-21. Level 1206: 22. Level 
1252*: 23. Unknown: 24-31. 
1. Мо, 1186, 2. No. 619. 3. No. 922, 4. Na. 636. 5.Мо. 305. 
6. No. 448. 7. Mo 460. 8. No. 396. 9, No. 423. то. No. 424. 
11.Мо. 425. 12. No. 426, 13. N06, 428. 14. Мо.429. 15. Мо, 
440. 16, №о. 384. 17, №. дїй. 18, Мо,ө24. 19. Ma. тол. 
20: Мо, тоўо. 21, No. 1056. 22. No. 420. 25. No. 1149. 
24. Мо. 646. 25. Wo. 1341. 26. Mo. 1342. 27. No. 1343. 
28. No. 1344. 29. No. 1345. 30. No. 1346. 31. No. 1347- 
Motes: 1-31. One brick measures ? х? x 42-58. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 215, Сіз, [2] Harrison, Temple, 71, fig. 
74 (bottom right). [3] Sarachane archive neg. 10.2.32 (21). 

(b) Stamp: 102 diameter, 
Date: 527-22. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 165: r. Level 465*: 2. Level усо": 3. Level 
725": 4. Level 7297: 5. Level 233: 6. Level 8337: 7. Level 859: 8. 
Level 867: у. Level g12*: 15. Level 1005 її. Level 1274: 12. 
Level 1298: 13. Level 1379: 14. Unknown: 15-17. 
t Мо, roz. 2. No. 819. 3. No. 475. 4. No. 342. 5. No. 398. 
6. Чо. 351. 7.1Mo. 625. 8. №, зот. 9. No. удо. 12. Мо. égy. 
гі. Wo. 838. r2. No. 1295. тӯ. Мо. 1551. 14. No. 1352. 
15. Mo. 1348. t6. No. 1349. 17. No. 13550. 
Notes: 1-17. One brick measures ? x ? x 35-45. 
(1) Hill, "Bricksramps', 215, С15, [2] Harrison, Temple, 71, bg. 
74 (top row, right). [3] Saraçhane archive neg. 10.2.29 (10). 


1387 
1; Several variants of monogram nos. 36 and 37. 
(a) Date: 507-22. See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. 2a. 

St Polyeuktos. Level 61; 1. Level 86: 2-3. Level 87*: 4. Level 
465%: є. Level 5947: 6. Level 962: 7. Level 720°: 89. Level 
713*: 10, Level 720: 11-12. Level 724: 13. Level 725": 14-11. 
Level 733: 16, Level 745*: 17. Level 836*: 18. Level 8317: 19. 
Level 833*: зо, Level 837°: ar. Level 8447: 22. Level 851": 
23-4. Level 855; 24-30. Level E67: 31. Level доб: 32. Level өте"! 
(pier, eastern end, debris}; 33, Level 924 (pier, eastern end, 
debris): 34-5. Level 1663: уб. Level 1057: 37. Level 1037: 38. 
Level 1218: 39. Level 1059: 46-2. Level 1113: 43. 
1. No. 279. 2.Ї{о, 264. 3. No. 307. 4. No. 272. s, No. 1275. 
6.Мо,уто. 7. Мо.з47. 8. Mo. 476. 9. No. 923. то. No. 751. 
11. No. 579. 12. №Мо, gfo. 13. No. біб. 14. N0.313.. тұ. Мо. 


330. 16, Мо. 408. 17. Mo. тт. 18. No. тоб, 15. Мо, 483. 
10, No, збо. 21. №о, їс. 22, No. +88. 25, No. 45у. 24. No. 
458. 2% Мо, 378. 26.No. 385. 27. Мо. 399. 28. Мо. доо, 
29. Мо. 426. 30. Мо. 418. 31, No. gpa 32. Мо. 377. 33. No. 
938. 34. No. rosz. 3% No, ro61.. 36, No. 625A. 37. No. Ёз. 
38.No. 1093. 39. Мо, тозу. 40. ING, 1254. 41. Мо, 1257. 
42. No. 1266. 43. Мо. 644. 

4 [1] Hill, ‘Brickstamps', 215 Сіз-і% [1] Saraghane archive, 


1388. 


1. Monogram no. 56 or 37- 


(a) Stamp: 95 diameter. 
Landing stage ат Saray Burn 1. 
1. (250) x (210) x 45-40. 
[1] Unger, 'Seraispitze", hg. топо. y. 


1389 


ЖҮ 


Monogram no. 38. Е 
Perhaps the same as 1386.2 (monogram по. 37) buterraneously 
recorded, 


(а) Stamp: тоб diameter. 
Great Palace. Isolated vault, area ЕЁ 1. 
p, 3650 X 350 хо, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1396 
т. У 


Monogram по, 19. 

(а) Interior of a cistern east of Balaban Aja Mescidi, in the area 
hounded by Büyük Regit Paga Caddesi, Zeynep Kamil Зока, 
Harikzedeler Sokaga, and Vidinli Tevfik Pasa Caddest: т. 

T- TX? x40. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


1301 


1. hi 

INAH 

Monogram no. 28. iva(venmvoc) 7° 

(а) Stamp! rog diameter. 
Date: 507-22. See Part П, Ch, 9, sect, 22. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 65: 1. Level 725*: 2. Level 8551 3. Level 
доб: 4. Level cred: q-6. Unknown: 7. 
1. №о. 261. a,No.380. 3. №о, 416. 4. Мо, 442. 5, ING. 419, 
б. Мо, туту. 7. Мо. 13374. 
Nares: 1-7. One brick measures ? x ? X 39. 
(1) Hill, "Brickstamps', 215, С11. [2] Saraçhane archive negs. 
9.11.31 (2), 103.272 (1). 
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1392 

1, [monegram] 
[-INA..[-] 
[- vB (uweruivoc) . Г-1 
Similar to 1391. 


(a) Saraçhane т. 
1, No. рї. 
[т] Saraghane archive neg. 12.3.254. 


1393 
1. Mer 


Monogram ло, й. 

П xamc 

(a) Stamp: 82 diameter. 
Date: 557-22. See Part Il, Ch. 5, sect. 2a. 
‘St Polyeuktos, Level 924 (pier, eastern end, debris): т. Level 
1121 ("Baptistery", west wall, north end): 2-17. Level 1442: 18. 
1. No, 1064. з. Мо. 763, 3.Мо.76%. 4. №, 76у, s. No. 768. 
é No уут. у. Мо. 772. 8,No. 773. 9 Мо, 774. 16. No. 776. 
гт. Мо. 778. 12.No.78o. 13.No.781. 14. No. 782. 15, Мо. 
784. 16.No. 785, 17. No. 786. r8. No, 1338. 
Notes: 1-18. One brick measures 362 x уро x 42. 
[т] Hill, "Brickstamps", 115, Сіз. [2] Saraçhane archive пер, 
WILGA 

(b) Stamp: 78 diameter, 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
В2:1. 
1,?x?x*x35,no.62, 
[1] СРІ, pl. 14 по. б2. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 33, пед, 229. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2]: 


Cruciform monograms 


All cruciform monograms are dated to after 5 18. See Part IT, Ch. 5, 
Sect, та, 


1394 


DE 
SM 


Monogram no. 4. 'Ioucrtwicvoo (anno миті) [774 

(а) Stamp: 79-74 diameter. 
Date: 51/2. See Part II, Ch. 5, sect. ra. 
Great Palace, Area Ac: 1. 
t, 380 4 375 X 6c, 
[т] Mamboury’s notes, 
In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 and 
1958-66 between Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia: (several). 
[t] Mango's notes (from squeeze), [2] DAI (Ist) neg, Réroo, 
inv. 44.372, inv. 38,373. 
Unknown: 1-27. 
1.347 X(121) x45, AM $6, 2. (280) x(265) ха, AM 135. 
3.355) х(199) x 52-55, АМ тзв. 4. (285) x (255) x 35740, AM 


202. 5. (230) x(185) хо, AM 203. 6. (115) x (2020) x 46—51, 
AM 204. у. (250) x(138) 4 44, AM 205, 8. 2 x? хуз, AM 206, 
9. 380 x 270 € үс, AM 200, 10. 388 x 382 x 60-63, АМ 207. 
11. (275) х(186) x 52-57, АМ 209. 12. 378 x (225) x 47-50, AM 
210. 13. 368 x (195) x 42, AM 211, 14. AM 274. то. AM 275. 
16. AM 276. ту. AM 277. 18. (250) x (190) x 48753, AM 308, 
19. (ато) x (162) x 4s, АМ 309. 20, (202) « (130) « 48, AM уто. 
21. 365 x (290) X 46, AM 311. 22. 370 x 332 x 45-50, AM 335, 
зу. ох? X 50-5 5, AM 336, 24. (260) x (215) x 47756, AM 317. 
25. (242) X (215) x 46-52, AM 338. 26. (265) x (185) x co, AM 
339. 27. Їх Р x 47-51, АМ удо. 

[1] Вага negs. 94.3.19, 20, 11 (1); 94.5.62, 7a (4). 


1395 
1. 
xi 


Monogram no. ба. 


(a) Stamp: 60 diameter, 
Date: after 5 18 and possibly after сузо, бес Part П, Ch. 5, sect. 
Та. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of the drains in the 
Forum of Constantine. 
[1] Mambaury's notes. 


CHRISTOGRAMS 





Christograms may be placed in general terms in the dth century. See 
Part II, Ch. топо 9, 


Six arms 


1396 
I. Six-armed Christogram. 

(a) Note trace of outer circle as on b. 
Stamp: 6$ diameter, 
Date: $67-22. See Part IL, Ch. g, sect, за. 
St Polyeuktos. Unknown: 1-2. 
т. Мо. 757. 2. No, tofa. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? «34. 
[1] Hull, "Brickstamps", 277, C20. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
5.41.8 (п). 

(b) Note trace of outer circle as on a. 
Stamp: 67 diameter, 
Unknown: 1. 
т, MSBK inv. 6209, (360) x goo ж? 
[т] Mamboury, *Chrisme', 454 по. 2, [2] MSBK neg, ёзсол. 
[3] DAI (Ist) neg. 2345 (cast). [4] Mamboury’s notes (from 
cast). [y] Mango's notes (Erom cast). 

(с) Stamp: 7o diameter. 
Date: 502-33 or 517-20 or 532-45. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir бола т. 
т. уда x 1380 W Bo, 
[1] Mamboury, 'Chrisme', 454 ло, 2, [2] Mamboury's notes. 
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(d) Stamp: 75 diameter. 
Date: 532737. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2b, 
Hagia Sophia. North-east buttress, brick spanning narrow slit 
at second landing above gallery roof: т. 
t. ?x?X45. 
11) Van Nice archive (rubbing). 
(c) Stamp: 81 diameter. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Ау/з а. 
t. (265) x (235) ха. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', G4. 
(Ё) Stamp: 34 radius. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. (210) x (260) x 60, AM 399. 
[1] Вага negs. 95.9.1, 1. 
(р) Stamp: 62 diameter. 
Kalenderhane Camii Roof, fill wall: т. 
1. (365) x(245) x45. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps", Сз. 
(h) Great Palace. Area Ac. 
[t] Mamboury, 'Chrisme", 454 по. 3. [2] Mamboury's notes. 
Eight arms 
1397 d x 
т. Eight-armed Christogram with dots herween arms. 
(a) Stamp: 8o diameter, 
Date: 507-22. Sec Part ЇЇ, Ch, 5, sect, 22. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 929: т. Level ттат ('"Baptistery', west wall, 
north end}: 2-8. 
1. No. 417. 2. No. 762. 3. No. 764. 4. No. 766. 4. No, 769. 
6. No. 777. 7. No. 779. 8. No. 783 (was 1327). 
Notes: 1-8, One brick measures ? x ? x 30-45. 
[1] Hill, “Brickstamps’, 217, Стд. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.10.20 (В). 
(b) Stamp: 8a diameter. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 193 5718. Sire 
Br 1, 
1.2? X? X20, no. 42. 
[1] GP L, pl. 14 no. 42, [2) Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 213. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[1]. 
(c) Stamp: Bo diameter. 
Byzantine drains along the Mese. Vaults of the drains opposite 
Atik Ali Pasa Camui: т. 
I. 350 X 350 X со 
[1] Mamboury, ‘Chrisme’, 458 no. 15, [2] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) Stamp: £a drameter. 
Great Palace. Area Ac: т. 
MIKINO 
[1] Mamboury, 'Chrisme", 458 no. 14. [2] Mamboury's notes. 
(с) Unknown. 
[11 DAI (Ist) neg. KB 5486. 
(f) Several variants, 
Stamp: Diameters vary between 65 and фо mm. 
Unknown: 1-8, 
1. TAM(GK)22, 2. TAM (СК) 22a. 3. TAM (СК) azb, 
4. LAM (С.К) 22с. 4. ТАМ (СК) 220. 6. LAM (CK) 21. 
7. АМ (СК) 2а. Е. ТАМ (CK) 23b. 


Notes: 1-5. One brick measures удо x ? x 45, 
[1] Mango's notes. 

(р) Possibly the same as h. 
Stamp: бу diameter. 
Date: 107-22. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 13*: t. Level 6£5: 3, Level 725": 3. 
Unknown: 4-6, 

+  я.Мо 137. 2.No. ryp. 3. Ма. 356. 4. No. тууа. 4. Мо. 
135%. 6 No. 1556. 
Notes: 1-6, One brick measures 382 x ? ж 37-41. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 214, Сту. [3] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.10.7. 

(h) Possibly the sameas g. 
Dots berween arms of star weakly impressed, and omimed from 
Unger's drawing. 
Stamp: 65 diameter. 
In front of the Sea Walls on Saray Burn: 1. 
1. (200) x (196) x 35. 
[1] Unger, 'Seraispitze", fig, 12 по. 2. [3] Mamboury, 
'Chrisme', 457 no. 11. 

(i) Ruins near Topalian Наги, in the area bounded hy Носа Ham 
Sokağı, Kapurcular Sokağı and Katircioglu Sokağı. | 
[1] Meliopoulos, "Topothesia', 231 no. 11. [2] Mamboury, 
'"Chrisme', 457 no. 12. 

(1) Several variants. 
Stamp: approximately £2 diameter. 
Kalenderhane Camii. C3/3: 1. Over diakonikon: 2. Narthex, 
south-west corner; 3, Unknown: 4. 
1. (215) x (175) хуу. 2. (295) x (185) х 39, з. (92) x (Bo) x 44. 
4 (185) x (145) x40. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Gz (illustration compiled from 
several variants). 


1398 
L Eight-armed Christogram without dots berween arms. 
(a) Stamp: 7o outer diameter, 61 inner diameter. 
Tokludede Mescidi; 1-2. 
t. [AM 77. 2. IAM 104. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x 44. 
[1] Mamboury, ‘Chrisme’, 448 по, 13. 
(b) Unknown. 
[J DAI (Ist) neg. KB 5492. 
(c) Stamp: diameter irregular, 50-90. 
Structures behind Istanbul Archaeological Museum. 
[1] Ülker, Proje, 62. 
(d) Stamp: бу diameter, 
Kalenderhane Саш. Ац: г. 
1, (225) 4 (192) куз. 
[т] Peschiow, "Bricksramps', Сб. 


T399 
1, Eight-armed Christogram witha dor ac the end of each arm. 
(a) Stamp: approx 80 diameter. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935—38. 
[1] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 38, neg. 267. 
(b) Great Palace, excavations in the Peristylé area in 193 5-38. 
(1) Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 38, пер. 348. 
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(c) Silivri. CROSSES 
(є) Dirimtekirn, 'Selymbria', 33 no. 7. | - 
(d) Stamp: 32 diameter, 1402 


Retaining wall and barrel vault between the church of the 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia and the Basilica Cistern 
(Yerebaran Sarayi): т, 

1.2%? хс. 

[1] Mamboury, 'Chrisme", 457 no. 19, 12) Mamboury's notes. 


14со 
i Eight-armed Christogram with splaying at the ends of the arms, 
(a) Stamp: 13 estimated outer diameter. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Exonarthex: 1. 
і. (т со) x(115) x 39, stamped twice side by side. 
[т] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', Gr. 
(b) Stamp: 114 diameter. 
Date: 527-22. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 65: 1. Level 875: 2. Level 94: 3. Level 227: 
4. Level 229: 5. Level 473: б. Level 665: 7. Level yoo": . Level 
goa": 9. Level 9257: 16-11. Level 783: 12. Level 828: 13. Level 
831*: 14. Level 833*: ту-ту, Level 851*: 18. Level £59: 19. 
Level ә097 2c. Level 977*: 21-4, Level 1052% 25. Level roor*: 
16. Level 1005": 27—34. Level 1298: 34. Level 1345: 36. North 
aisle, demolished wall: 37. Unknown: 38. 
r.Móo,254. 2, №о. 265. 3. M0. 207, 4. No 283. $. №. 206. 


6, Мо. тууу. 7.140.341. E. No. уга. 9. No. 623. 10. No. 340. 
11.140. 1353. 12, Mo. 294. 13, No. ғоз, 14. No. 482, 15, No, 


бі. r6,Mo.6co. ту. Мо. базл, 18, No. 454. 19. No. 395. 
зо. No, 388. z1. No.490. 22. №о. уту. 33. No. 563. 24. No. 
166. 25. No. 667. 26.No.654. 27. No. 825. 28. No. 830. 
29. No, 836. зо, No. 842. зт, No: 844. 32. No. 848. 33. No. 
851. 34.No. 864, 3$. No. 1157. 36. Na, таті. 37. Мо, roog: 
38. No. 613. 
Notes: 1-38. One brick measures ? x 2 х 29-33. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 217, C13. [2] Saraghane archive пер, 
540.232 (5). 

(c) Stamp: 112 outer diameter, 97 inner diameter. Span of arms 7o 
mm. 
Tokhlidede Mescidi: т, 
t. [AM 88,2 x ? x 40 
[1] Mamboury, 'Chrisme', 457 no. 9. [2] Mamboury"'s notes. 


Seven arms 


1401 
1. Seven-armed Christogram. 
{а} Stamp: 63 diameter. 
Kalenderhane Cami. B3/3: 1. 
1. (145) x (105) х 34. 
[1] Peschlow, “Brickstamps’, G4. 


(а) Stamp: Ra «7, cross 37 хай. 
Date: ath century. See Part II, Ch. то no. 2. 
Hippodrome. Vault of drain below staircase at pier 4: (several) 
І. 


1.360 X355 X 5f. 
Notes: several bricks with this stamp also bore horseshoe- 
shaped fingermarks made with 4 fingers (1741.24). 
[1] Mamboury's notes. қ 
(b) Date: see а. 
Excavations near the Palace of Antiochus. Within the limits of 
the excavations undertaken at the end of гато. 
(1) Duyuran, ‘Palace of Justice I’, 57, fig, 15. 


1423 
1. 
(a) Stamp: (67) across. 
Date: 507-22. See Part П, Ch. ә, sect. за. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 920° (pier, eastern end, debris}: 1, 


1. No, доб,  х? x 35-45. 
[т] Hill, "Brickstamps', 217, C21, (2) Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.11.15. 

1404 

т. 


(а) Rotunda and adjoining hall north of the Palace of Antiochus, 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. КВ 6161. 


ӨЕОҮ XAPIC without name 


MurriPLE-Lixr 


140$ 
г. 304 
ХУО 
ОЧА 
+ Өгоб харіс 
(а) Land Walls. Loose near tower 37 (September 1967), 
[2] Dumbarton Oaks Photographic Collection neg. L67.971 
(1, SevEenko). 


CRUCIFORM 

1406 

1. ӨҮТХА[ГЇС] 
Oeo) ха рис) 
(a) Saraghane: т. 


1, No, roo. 
[1] Saraghane archive neg. 9.11.30. 
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(b) Stamp: (122) x 49 (height of left arm). 
Vicinity of Cistern of Мосйне т. 
1.?x?x35, АМ ёз. 
ІП Maletskos, ‘Plinthos’, 272, pl. 53.3. [2] Bardill neg. 94.4.0. 


UNCERTAIN SHAPE 
1407 
т. +ӨҮү 
+ Cea) [záp] 
(a) Sarachane: 1. 
1, No, 1328 (duplicated number). 
[1] Saraçhane archive neg. 9.19.19. 


KYPIE BOHOEI without name 


1408 
1. OTH 
IH€IKCBO 


ім(бистиймос) ei^ K(ópi)e poniej 


Line 1 reads from right to left, but the iota and theta are transposed, 


(a) Stamp: 142 x 53. 
Unknown: t. 
1. М5ВК inv. 6220, (до) x(180) 85^ 00 
[т] Schneider, "Zicgelstempel'; 268 по, 96, [2] МВК neg. 
62203. [3] DAI (Ist) neg. 23353. I4] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast), [5] Mango's notes (fram cast). 


1499 | 
1, [KYP]I€ 
[BO]HO(T] 
[Кр [Poe] 
(a) Ruins ar Küçükyalı. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
1410 
1. HOH 
-KE[BO] 
^ K(ópie [Boðn 
(a) Stamp: (72) x 52. 
Great Palace, excavations in Peristyle and Apsed Hall in 


1953-15: 1. 
1. Labelled no. 20. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive photo. 


1411 
n ВЧІЧУЛ 
ізн 

Коре flow (в) 


(а) Sramp: 114 х £6. 
Kalenderhane Camit. Over Diakonikon vault, south side: 1. 
Unknown: (one), 
1.348 4338 х? 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps", Во, 


1412 
І. КҮРІЕ. 
BOHOI . 
Коре Вот (е): 
Possibly а second type of 1429. 
(а) Stampr 95 x67. 
Structures behind the Istanbul Archaeological Museum: t. 
MPR 55. 
[1] Ülker, Proje, 57. 


THC NEAC (ІМЛІКТІФМОС 7) 
without name 


SINGLE-LINE e 


1413 
1, ЛЧАНИЧНТ» 
+ tie vjece (үбіктібмос ?) 
(a) Pendiz ‘Tombs. 
[т] Meliopoulos, "Panteichion', 456 no. 3. (2141. Kaleh. 109.7. 
[3] Feissel, "Inscriptions", 425 (mentioned). 


1414 
1 ІТІНЕМЕАПЕ) 
[tlie véa[c] (імбіктійуас ?) 
(а) Stamp: (83) x 44. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1. 
1, (100) x (88) x 15. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', A62. 


1415 
1. ТНСИЄ? 
the velac)s Пмбиетиймос ?) 
(а) $тапр:1зо x 52. 
Kalenderhane Cami. Diakonikon floor: 1. South Бета, filling 
wall: 2. Unknown: 3-4. 
т. (270) #(240) ж 37, two breaks. з. (303) (165) x45. 3. (туо) x 
(130) хас, 4. (140) x (135) x 40. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, А бт. 


- 


MULTIPLE-LINE 


1416 
u THC 
NEA 


тїс véa(c) (імбіктібус ?) 


— —E À—€— EN аы 
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(a) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?). 
[1] Meliopoulos, *"Topothesia", 229 no. 5. [1] Meliopoulos, 
"Panreichion', 456 по, 4. [3] J. Kaleb, 19.8. [4] Feissel, 
‘Inscriptions’, 410 na. 11.5,and 425. [3] SEG 37 (1987) no. 
1034. 


INAIKTIONOC without name 


SINGLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION 


1417 
1. ІМАФГВА 
іуб(іктиймос)е y Bot ) 
(a) Stamp: (110) x 40. 
Date: 509/16. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 2a. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 129: 3. Level соб: 2. Unknown: 3. 
1. Mo. 174. 2. No. 692. 3. No. 197. 
Notes: One brick measures ? x ? x 40-50. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 208, Аб. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.10.27. 


1418 
т. IN AC€S 


iv&lieruüvoc) є s 
(a) Stamp: 165 x 35. 
Unknown: t. 


1, 385 x (315) x42-52, AM 267, 
[т] Вага neg. 94.13.11. 


1419 
L ЭВАИЭ 
гүй(іютійуос)е к” 
(a) Stamp: 112 жат. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
1.? х? х 18-53, AM 365. 1. 565 x (312) хуг, АМ 366, 
[1] Bardili negs. 95.7.25, 24 (1), 25, 16 (2). 
(b) Stamp: ? x45. 
Land Wall. Pentapyrgion, vicinity of St Nicholas: i. 
T. 362 X бах 35. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


ІДІС 
г. INZBAP 
їм(біиєтиймос) С" Bapt ) 
The name abbreviation Bap( ) is not otherwise attested, so the 
reading iv(Grerubvoc) С” Bopi ) seems less likely (ср. 166.12). 
(а) Date: See Part ЇЇ, Ch. H, sect. 2c. 
Hagia Eirene, Їп ritu in ротор hole on the nave side of che 
northern central pillar of the east wall of the west gallery. 


[1] Peschlow, frenenkirche, 224, fig. yo no. 6. [2] Manacorda, 


"ВоШ laterizi", 146 n. 182, 


1421 
1. +INASI 
+ ivB(iemuvoc)s v 
(a) Stamp: 114 ху). 
Great Palace. Terrace piers between area Ba and area Abt i: 
1.? x? хо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1422 
1. I985ANIA* 


жайубіктизмос)в єї! 


(a) Dave: after 532. See Part ТІ, Ch. 5, sect. 2с. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. іп situ berween a wall at IA and В 
(presumably Building 1). 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps', {4 no. 24. 


1423 
т. INAZIE 


iv&(uctióvoc)s ме" 

(а) Date after $32. See Part I1, Ch. о, sect. 2c. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building 1 or 2. 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps', $3 na. 7. 


1424 
т. ПИз-ЄЇ 


ім(бажтиїмос) + ev 
(a) Stamp: 125 x j1. 
Kalenderhane Camii. G4/6: 1. 


т. 385 x(315) x 46. 
[1] Peschlow, "Bnckstamps', Абд. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 


1425 
і. IMAIKTOY 


імбіжтою 


(a) Stamp: 172 € 52 
Unknown: t. 
1. IAM (CK) no. до, 
[т] Mango's notes. 
(в) Stamp: (130) x 55. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Roof, fill wall: 1. 
1, (225) * (162) x32. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', A56. 


1426 
1. -НИАг2 
я трибус) 
(а) Stamp: тоо x (38). 
Kalenderhane Сати, Floor: т. Unknown 2. 
г. 350 X(230) хдо. 2. 368 х (320) х 35. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, Ags. 
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MULTIPLE-LINE 
WITH INDICTION 
1427 
[2 +ENA 

ІК52- 


+ PGi кітибімос) C + 


(а) Stamp: 111 x6. 
Date: 513/14. See Part Il, Ch. 9, sect. 25. 


St Polyeuktos. Level 823: 1. Level 8592 з. 

1. No. род. 2. No. 403. 

Notes: 1-2. One brick measures ? x ? x 26-317. 

[т] Hill, "Brickstamps'", 114, B33. [2] Sarachane archive neg. 
5.12.8 (2). 

Fenari isa Сати: (two) 1. 

г. (237) x(195) x 33, AM гуу, 

[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). (2) Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari 
һа Сатан”, fig, 39 na. 9. [3] Bardill neg. 94.19.33. 


1418 
т. *IIAAI 
ЕТЕГІ 


жіубікт(шііуос) үз” 
(a) Stamp: 93 x 63. 
Unknown: 1. 


т. [AM (CK) по, 12, fragment, 360 хў х ус. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


WITHOUT INDICTION 
Ме accessory 
1429 
1. «ЄМА 
IKTOY 


+ tvblscrow 

(a) Stamp: 118 x63. 
Kalenderhane Camu. Unknown: г. 
1, 2x?x35. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', B7. 


1430 
1, ЄМАП 
KT[OY] 
ёб[кт[оъ] 
(а) Stamp: (87) «66. 
Kalenderhane Camii Vault of west crass-arm, filling: 1. 
i: Pe} x 346. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps", B38. 


1431 
г. ТТАЦАИЯ)| 
м00ІМОЇ 


[v6 ]ucci[ov]oc s 


(a) Stamp: (78) x 55. 
Kalenderhane Camii. H5/3 sounding: (опе). 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps", Baz. 


Accessory К 


1431 
t. +ЕАТТ 
ONOK 


-Нү)бікт оуоск 

(а) Stamp: (144) х64. 
Date: 557-22. See Part ИП, Ch. 9, sect. za. 
St Polyeuktos, Level 165: т. Level 233: 2. Level 434: 3. Level 
Goo: 4. Level 831*: g, 
1. Mo. 123. 2. No. 444. 3. No. 755. 4. No. 704. с. Mo. Gai, 
Notes: 1-5. One brick measures ? х? х 30-40. 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps'", 214, B34. [2] Saraghane archive перт. 
9.7.6 (4), 9.7.7 (3), 9.10.14 (5). 

(b) Unknown. 


[т] Papadopoulos Kerameus, ‘Thrace’, 73, 
Accessory їч 
1433 
t. +L A(T] ы 
KTSIA 
+ iv[i]er(tivoc)s м 
(a) Stamp: dimensions of inner, raised border are 86 x о, 
Unknown: т. 
І, ?xPx35, АМ 438. 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.13.21, 22 


CRUCIFORM 
WITHOUT INDICTION 
Ма accessory 
1434 
rt, €N-VIK 

£v + бік(талу) 


(a) Dane: after 532. See Part 11, Ch. 9, sect. 2с. 
Baths of Zeuxippas. Jn situ in the apse of Building 2. 
[1] Gray, “Brickstamps’, i 5 no. 32- 


уро 
1, HAEN 
larerpreratian uncertain 
(a) Rotunda and adjoining hall north of the Palace of Antiochus. 
[1] DAI (Ist) пер, KB 6158. 
Accessory N 


1436 
1. MALAHI 


будик) v 


CATALOGUE 377 
(a) Date: alter { за. See Part I], Ch. 9, sect, ac, 1440 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building t or 2: 1. < 
[1] Gray, 'Brickstamps", 44 no. 14. A[. J£TAIAMIs 
- 


WITH INDICTION 


1437 
i. Опо 


*AIZAT 
OAC 


кіубіктізуесе wr" + 2. 


The significance of lines г and у is unclear. For the letters pi and 

lambda, ср. 1440.1, 1441.7, 1442.1, 1551.1. 

(а) Stamp: туз (= 57 + 57 58) x47 (= 10 + 27 + то), 

Date early 6th century. See Part П, Ch. то no. го. 

Unknown: I-4. 

г. LAM (CK) за. 2. IAM (CK) tb. ҙ ЇАМ (CK) 1c. 4. LAM 
(СК) zd. $. JAM (CK) re. 

Notes: 1-5. Two bricks measure 370 x 360 x 40, 360 x 366 хас, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(b) Stamp: approximately 169 (= 57 + 60 55) х(36)(- 8 38 +?) 
Date: early dth century. See Part IT, Ch. ro no. 10. 
Kalenderhane Camii Unknown: 1. 

1. 348 X 345 34. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', Dz b (illustration compiled from 
several variants). 

(c) Several variants. 

Date: early 6th century, See Part IT, Ch. то no. то. 
Kalenderhane Cami. Nave, under marble floor: т. Unknown: 
2. 

1.353 X350 31. 2. (325) x (213) x 31. 

[1] Peschlow, *Brickstamps', Da а, c (illustration compiled from 
several variants). 

(d) Date: early 6th century. бес Part I, Ch, то ло. то. 

Saraçhane: 1, 
т. No. 1333 (бирсе number). 
[1] Sarag hane archive neg. 9.6.31. 


1438 
1. +INASIA4 
+ Ww6luctidivechs ux" + 
(a) Date: early бей сепгигу, See Part M, Ch. топо, тс. 
Cistern of Aetius. On top of wall: 1, 
1.150 X? X о. 
[т] Curtis and Aristarches, 'Anekdozoi', то no. 7". [2] 
Forchheimer and Suzygowski, Warerbebálter, 49, 159. 


1439 
1, J. TAAI] 


[+ iv]i(vcrivoc)s r.. | 


(a) Great Palace. Area Ac. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


+ iv&uer(unvac)s |. J^ x A, 
The significance of the pi and lambda is uncertain. Cp. 1437.1, 
1441.1, 1442.1, 1531.1. 
(a) Stamp: 152 (= 60+ 32 + 60) x So (2 25 + ус + 24), 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokapi: 1. 
L 375 X? хо, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1441 
1. = 
SICTAAMI+ 
i 
+ lv&w[1Dvoc)s w^ А 
The significance of the pi and lambda is uncertain, Cp. 1437.1, 
1440.1, 1442.1, 1931,1. 


(а) Scamp: 155 (69 + 30 + $6) x72 (z0 + 30 + 20), 


Unknown: 1. 

т. здо X 382 x 45, IAM 8. 

[1] Mambenry"s notes (squeeze). 
1442 
n HEHAIA[ 


ПА 
Possibly B s A(v)&(vetivoc) w [-] А 


The beta seems to be an accessory. The significance of rhe рі and 
lambda is uncertain, Cp. 1437.1, 1440.1, 1441.1, 1531.1. 


(a) Great Palace. Area Ac: 1. 
I.2*2330, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


T443 
1, А 
SAMAH 
Interpretation uncertain, 
(a) Stamp: (78) x 7o. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Péristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
Bz (loose): 1. 
I, 2%2 x40, по. 31. 
[1] GFI, рі. 14 по. ат, [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 196. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
(21. 
(b) Stamp: 122 (252 * 54 + 36) x z1 (2 20 36 16). 
Unknown: 1. 
т.ЈАМ (CK) no. 97, fragment, ? x ? хо. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


1444 
1. «ГМАІВЕ 
жімбиктійуасф в" 


Cp. 1445. 
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(a) Stamp: (168) (= тра 66 + 2) x 96 (= fF + 40 13). 
Unknown: 1. 
1, MSBK шу, 6213, (220) x (250) х? 
[1] MSBK neg. á213a. [2] DAT (Ist) neg. 2339 (cast). 
[3] Mamboury’s notes (from cast), [4] Mango's notes (fram 
rast}, 

(b) Hagia Eirene. Found in the process of opening a тїшпє] from 
the central nave of Hagia Eirene. 
[1] Ramazanoğlu, Samce-Jréne, hg. 4. [1] Mamboury, 
"Nouvelle lecture’, 122. 


1445 
i. H[NAI2. ] 


 ÁAIvéu(xmiwvoc)s „7 


The suggested restoration is based on comparison with 1444.1. The 
two stamps may not, however, have shared the same indiction 
number. 
(а) Stamp: (64) (= 55+? = 2) x(g1) (2 14-37 0) 
Kalenderhane Camii. Vaulr of Byzantine drain below apse of 
Morth Church: 1. 
1.2 x? X39. 
[1] Peschlow, “Brickstamps’, Dy 


ITHER STAMPS WITHOUT NAMES 


1446 
;, DDDAMHBIDIAI 


Trium) d(osninorum) n(ostrorum) in(dictione) d 


Gray'sunlikely reading of the numeral as iota (referring to a tenth 
indietion) is disproved by similar stamps with unambiguous 
Romar numerals (14 $1: га, 14 $2.12). 
(а) Date: 22/82 See Рат, Ch. тала, 1. 
Baths of Zeuxippog jironnear Building т or 2. 
[1] Gray, 'Bricksrantps;,56 ло, 48. [2] Schneider, 
"ZiegelstempeP, 264 n0; тр. [3] Manacorda, Bolli laterizi’, 144 
n. 168. 


47 
„ DDDXAMIA[ 
( Trium) dominorum) n(ostrorum) | 
(а) Stamp: (103) x 31. 
Date: c317-42 ? See Part IT, Ch, 16 no. т; 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristvle area in 1955-38. 
Mamboury gives the location ах "В": т. 
I. 360 X350 x41. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes (squeeze), 


448 
. DDDIAMIA[ 


Trium) d(ominarum) n(ostrorum) | 


(a) Stamp: (тоу Irom left-hand edge to nght-hand upright of chird 
MM) * 32. 
Date: c. 317-40 ? See Part I, Ch. 16 na. 1. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1-2. 
т. LAM 94; 2. LAM 105. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures 370 Х 366 x 45 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
T449- 
1. DDDNNMN[ 
( Trium) Шотіпотит) n(nstroruzn] | 
(a) Dare c317-40 ? See Part IM, Ch. ro no. 1. 
Erenküy. 
Meliopoulos, "Ta Honoratou', 216 no. 2. 


1450 

1. [D]IDDNNT[ 
[(Түгит)] dfomimorem) nfostroren) | 
Dethier assumed, probably incorrectly, that the inscription 
DDNN was complete and that it referred to Valentinian and 
Valens, 


(a) Dare: c 317-45 ? See Part IL Ch. то по, 1. 
Hebdomon (Bakirköy), a 
[1] Dethier, "Makrikóy', r62 no. A^ [2] Sarlin-Dorgny, 
"Inscripnons', 84 по. та. [3] Leclereg, ‘Estampilles’, col. £44 
no. т. [4] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 264 по. 11. 


I4j1 
і. JINDXIH 


Presumably a fragment of a longer inscription reading 


DDDNNMNMINDXIII. 
[(Truen) d(ominorum) n(ostrorum]] indicione) XLT 


(а) Erenköy. 
[1] Meliopoulos, ‘Ta Honórarou', 216 no. 3. 


1462 
1, ШІ 
[((7 rim) а(отіпотит) п(азбгогито) m(dictime]] XII (cp. 1446.1) 
(Trinn) d(ominorum) n(ostrorum] indfictione Д ХІН (ep. 1451.1) 
(a) Hebdomon (Balirküy). 
[т] Dethier, 'Maknkoy', tér по, А“. [2] Sorlin-Dorigny, 
"Inscriptions", $4 по. 15. 


1453 
1 IOTOHUIX 
MMSN 


Xpnycro(v) iv(Svenivec) V. vowwepe 
(а) Stamp: 6; x 33. 

Mühürdar Ervin Pasa Sokapn. 

[1] Mamboury's notes (rubbing}, 


= 


1454 
г. HAU 


(a) Silivri. 
[1] Scure, " Antiquités", туз, fig. 17 no. 7. 


CATALOGUE 
MISSING, INDECIPHERABLE, 1461 
OR UNCERTAIN МАМЕ ылы 
Ә(бікташмас)у Вірі 


SINGLE-LINE 
1455 
1. BARANI 
+ wB(ieruavoe)s o B[a 
(a) Little cistern near the Theotokos in the Chalkeprateia, 


destroyed in June 1916. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1446 
1, INABA 
їм(биктиймас) о” Blot 
(a) Stamp: ? 2 5. 
Ruins at Kücülyalt. Upper floor, 
[1] Mamboury, "Мага", 328 (mentioned). [2] Mamboury’s 


motes. 


1457 
1, |ШМАВА..... 


ПИм(блютиймос) о Во)... 
(а) Stamp: (25 г) x 3o. 
Kalenderhane Camii Apse vault, south side: т. 


1. (290) *(235) X 34- 
[т] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps", A38. 


1458 
т, ПАВВАТІ 
їм(бистибмос) B^ Bapt 
(a) Stamp: (90) x 28. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6598 (cast). [2] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


1459 
1, INBBA[ 
іу бактизуде) В” Rel 
(а) Stamp: (110) x 26. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAL (Lat) neg. 6608 (cast). [2] Mamboury’s notes (from 
cast). [1] Mango's notes (from cast). 


1462 
і. ПУГВАЛІ 
імібіктібмас) y Bor ) АГ 
ім(бістийуас) y Pol) AL 
Імібіктібімес) y Ве) A 
(а) Stamp: (120) x 32. 
Unknown: 1. 
i. [AM (CK) no. 86. 
[1] Mango's notes. 





(a) Stump: ? x24. 
Land Walls. Tekfur Sarayu interior: 1. 
1,7? x? x4o. 
[т] Mamboury"s notes. 


1462 
r. INTB[A 
їм(блютиймос у" Во 
(а) Stamp: ? x30. 
Land Walls. Tower 16: 1. 
1.2 x?x40. 
(1) Mamboury's notes, 


1463 
1. INTBAPE[ 
ім(біктійуос) y Варе 31 
(a) Inside a hypogeum on the approach to Fethiye Сати. 
[1] Curtis and Aristarches, ‘Anekdotai’, 36 no. PMc’. 
[2] Curtis, Broken Bits, ii, no. 59. [3] Mango, "Brick Stamps’, 25 
п. 74 (mentioned). [4] Blöndal, Varangrarns, 188. 


1464 
г, ЇМГВАРМ[ 
їм(бистиїмос) у" Bapt ) МІ 
iv(Bueribvoc) y Bapl ) NI 
(a) Stamp: ? x28. 
Unknown: r. 
t. Fragment, ? x ? x 40, [AM 3. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
146$ 
г. INAB[A 
iv(Sixtiivec) а“ о 
(а) Stamp: (72) x26. 
Land Walls. 


пі DAI (Ist) neg. 6605 (cast), [2] Mamboury’s notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's nates (from cast). 
1466 
т, ПЧАВАГ 
lv(&ixriBivac) 8” fal 
(а) 5ilivri. 
[1] Dirimrekin, ‘Selymbria’, 33 по, б. 
1467 
1, ТМАВАРЕЇ, ДА 
іу(біктабуос) 8* Ворк [. „Јо 
(а) Stamp: ідІх 42. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1. 


г. (зго) x (300) x y 1. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', Adi- 
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1468 
г. MASSAN 
| lv(Guxridivec) к Bap()1.. 
(а) Stamp: (171) x 2o. 
Date: 45 1/2. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. тс. 
St John of Stoudios. Heap of rubble beside the church: 1. 


1. (295) x (265) х 38-42. 
[1] Peschlow, Stadioskirche, (in preparation). 


це | 
1. INSBAPET. ]I 
ім(бистіймос) g Варе). 11 
(а) Stamp: r2 5 xag. 
Fenari sa Camii. 
[1] Mango’s notes (rubbing), [2] Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari 
Isa Camis’, fig. 39, no. 14. [3] Sodini, “L’Artisanar’, 74, fig. 1 no. 
т 


1472 
t ПЧевог 
iv(Bucruvoc) Л (а) Of 
(a) Sea Walls. West of the monumental staircase and north of the 
railway, area Fa: г, 
1.? x? 3 50. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


r471 
1, INAXBV[ 
iv&(ueriüwoc) 7С Bal 
(а) Stamp: (84) x 23. 
Myrelaion, debris. 
[1] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Camu’, 173, fig. 11 no. 17. [2] Talbot 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


1472. 
і, INSBA[ 
їм(бистиїймос) ЛЕ” Bell ) 
(a) Stamp: (79) 55. 
Myrelaion debris. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 


= 


1473 
і. ПИМІХ..ПІМЕ 


бубактан) С/С. ewe 
For ПОЧЕ cp. 286.1, 189.1, 448.1. 


(a) Rotunda and adjoining hall north of the Palace of Antiochus. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB 6166. 


1474 
1. IN AH[ 
імб/метидмос) тү [ 
(а) Stamp: (112) x 32. 
Excavation of che monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928: L 
1,2 X? Maz. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


а 


147% 
т. [INJAIKTO[ 
убакт йомо) e | 
(а) Stamp: ? x 24. 
Church of Christ Philanthropos. Near tower 16 of Sea Walls 
("Tower of Theophilus’): 1. 
1. PRP RUG: 
[r] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, Яр, бо no. 3, 
[2] Mamboury"'s notes. 


1476 (no entry) E 


1477 
т. JOBAPR[ 


18 Вар 

(a) Date: 425/6 or 44c/1. See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те, 
Cisterns іп Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hürm&yün. Upper storey: 1. 
1.? x2? x 34, 
[1] Mamboury's motes. 


1478 
і, “ІМЕ 


+ Їм(біктиймос) 8"Т 


(а) Stampt ? x 15. 
Date: 425/6 ог 4452/1, See Part IT, Ch. 9, sect. те. 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Báh-i Hümiyün. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1479 
і. ТЧӨВА[ 
iv(Guexsdivec) Ө" Bal 
(а) Stamp: (86) x 19. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1956-38. Site 
Ba: r: 
1, ? x? x yo, по. бу, 
[1] GPI, рі. 14 по. 65, [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Kenrainder, Бах 38, neg. 230, [3] Talbot Rice archive пед, as 
Ы) 
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1480 1486 
1, [INOR t. INBIT 
Шу(біктимас) 8" ВІЇ iv(Bucrumoc) fu [ 


(a) Stamp: 92 x 24. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1528: 1. 
т. ? x? x 38, mortar with large pieces of brick adhering. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


1481 
г. INIBVBIV| 
iv(Gucmiwoc) а Вер ) laf 
(a) Stamp: (155) x31. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Vault over west cross-arm, filling: t. 


1. (230) x (195) x 48. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', A46. 


1482 
i. INIA[ 
ім(биютибмос) ца [ 
(а) Stamp: (97) * 29. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. 
Room north-west of Hall С (debris): 1. 
1.?*? X40, no, 69. 
[1] GPI, pl. 14 no. 69, [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, пер, 232. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2]. 


1483 
r. INIABA[ 
lv(Buecubvoc) та” оГ 
(a) Stamp: (115) x29. 
Section of the first Sea Wall beneath the "House of Justinian’, 


excavated in 1951. 
[1] GP IL, 175, fig. 36 no. 2. 


1454 
т. JASIANI 
iv(Sietiivec} av Bal 
(a) Stamp: (13c) зо. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6609 (cast). [2] Mamboury"s notes (from 
cast}. [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


1484 
1. INIB[ 
ivi&wrunvoc) «ВГ 
(а) Stampr(77) x 27. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. 
Room north-west of Hall G (debris): 1. 
I, ?x?x40,neg. 74. 
[1E GP I, рі, 14.no. 74, [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 235. [5] Talbot Rice archive пер, as 
[2]. 


(a) Stamp: (48) x 18. 
Land Walls. 
[11 DAI (Ist) neg. 6603 (cast). [2] Mamboury"s notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast}, 


1487 
т, MIERLA 


Ім(биютиймос) ВИ Me 

(a) Stamp: (go) x42. 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6609 (cast). [2] Mamboury's notes (from 
cast). [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 


1488 
1, [ITNIBBA[ 
ПОм(биютиймос) 103" Bel) 
(а) Stamp: (120) x зо, 
Great Palace. Between areas Ab and Ac: (several) 1. 
I, 2x? x 58-60, 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


1489 
1. INBIBA[ 
iv(óncridwvoc) Bi Pal 
(a) Stamp: ? xat. 
Unknown: 1. 


t. [AM (CK) na. 99, fragment, ? x ? x 4o. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


1490 
h ТИГІЯЯА( 
ім(биктиймос) 31^ раї 
ЯДА presumably in error for TAG. Cp, 1166.1, 1167.1. 
(а) Stamp: ? x 24. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. Fragment, ?: ? ЇАМ, 
[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


1491 
1. ПАГІВАЇ 


імббіктейімес) yi Во 

(a) Stamp: (98) x 26. 
Unknown: 1. 
1, Once in Robert College, fragment, > x? x35. 
[1] Mango's nores (rubbing). 
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1492 
1, [I]INFTIBA[ 
[i}v(Guctidivoc) yt Ba 
(a) Stamp: (73) x 15. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in thé Forum Tauri 
(Всуахи), 1928: 1. 
1.2 k? «46. 
[1] Mamboury"s nates. 


1493 
1. INTFTIB[ 


їм(диєтиймос) ук" B[ 
(a) Stamp: ? x 3a. 
Great Palace, Area Ac: 1. 


1.2 РМ 35-40. 
[1r] Mamboury's notes. 


1494 
i INAI.[ 


The fifth letter may be a kind of space-filler (cp. 118, 291). 
їм(бактибмос) 817. | 
(a) Stamp: (115) xac. 

Section of the first Sea Wall beneath the “House of Justinian’, 


excavated in 1953. 
[1] CFI, 175, fig. 36 по, з. 


1495 
1, INFIBA[ 


ім(биютиймос) [y] бі" fel 
Gamma altered to delta by the addition of a diagonal stroke, 


In the Great Palace brickstamp notebook it is suggested that 
another fragment with the name Со( ) may have joined with this. 
The additional suggestion that both were fragments of rool tiles 
seems unlikely given the thickness. 


(a) Stamp: (110) x (25). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Perisryle area in 1935-38. Site 
Ba (debris): т. 
1,1 x ? xa0,00,. 25, 
[1] GP 1, рі. 14 no. 25. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 199 and neg. 240 for the possible 
joining piece. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as |2). 


1496 А 
1. ПІМІМЕДІ 


Пм(біктіӛуас))| бі” fol 

(а) Stamp: (85) x зо, 
Land Walls. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. 6616 (cast), [2] Mamboury's notes (from 
east). [3] Mango's notes (from cast), 


1497 


т, ПИЛІВУЇ 
імібіктийуовс) 8v Bal 
(a) Stamp: (88) x 27. 
Myrelavon debris. 
(2) Talbot Rice archive (rubbing), 


= 


1498 
1. ]. AMTAMIT 
[t]v(Gueriwoc) & Ba. | 


(а) Stamp: (111) (32). 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area їп 1937-38. Site 
Bi: x. 
1. X ? X 30, Dio. T. 
[1] GPL, pl. 14 no. т. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 182, [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. 25 
[1]. 


1499 = 
т. Y9[. ИІ 
ім(біктабуос) i+ [ . ]ES() 
(a) Stamp: (157) x 37. | 
Kalenderhane Camii. In the masonry of the superstructure of 
the Ottoman kitchen: 1. 
т. (130) x (220) x 47- 
[1] Peschlow, “Brickstamps’, A47 a. 
(b) Stamp: (149) x55. 
Kalenderhane Сапш. In the masonry of the superstructure of 
the Ottoman kitchen: 1. 
I. 380 X (205) X 47. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', A47 b. 


1502 
і. ЄМУТЄЇ 
вуб(емівмос) є" [ 
(a) Stamp: (до) x (41). 
Unknown: 1. 
т. Once in Robert College, ? x ? € 32. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). 


1601 
1. INGIVKET 
і(біктіймов) e -F (in leaf or heart) K(üpi)e[ 
(а) Stamp: (81) x24. ` 
Land Walls. 
п) DAL (Ist) neg. 6605 (cast). [2] Mamboury's nares (from 
cast), [3] Mango's notes (from cast). 





1501 
г. INEIO[ 
їм(біжтівмос) ev ӨГ 


(a) Stamp: (125) 14. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1943. Beside the north pier: т, 
1.242542. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1503 
1, IN€IB[ 
iv(Gucctivoc) єм [о 
(а) Stamp: (94) x 32. 
Kalenderhane Camii. Roof, fill wall: г, 


г. (190) x (160) x45. 
' [x] Peschlow, *Brickstamps', Aso. 


1504 
i INE€IBA[ 
iv(6uenvac) вх" fel 
(а) Stamp; (тоб) x qo: 
Kalenderhane Сати. A6/2: т. 


1. (227) x (210) x т. 


[1] Peschlow, “Brickstamps’, Ало. 


150$ 
1. IAGIBV[ 
їм(бажтибм ос) eV Bal 
(a) Stamp: (118) x23. 
Kalenderhane Сатай, G3/4: t; 


1,387 x(297) € о. 
[т] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', A 1. 


1426 
і. ЯТМИЄТУ . | 
+ ім(біктиімос) ve" Iu . | 
(a) Stamp: (ryr) x (31). 
Kalenderhane Cami. Unknown: т 
г, (210) x (185) х 33. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', А >. 
1427 
1. +h Al 


кї (кту) 
Letters 23 mm. high. 


(a) Silivri т. 
t, Fragment, double frame made with fingers. 
[1] Seure, 'Anuquités', 573, fig. 17 по, 5. 
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1408 
L [- DA MH 
t Tivé(uezulivac)? [- ] 
(a) Stamp: (140) x 45. Letters 3c high. 
Silver 1. 
т. убо X 34; X?, line made with poinred object 45 mm, from 
edges af brick. 
[1] Seure, "Annquités", 574, hg. 17 по, б. 


1509 
i. ].2ТАИ1 
ім(біктибмоєс) ta s. [ 
їүбї(ктї@чйс]}є . [ 
(а) Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 193 5-38. Site 
Ві, building north-east of church, pier д, in sita: 1. 
г. na, 88. 
[1] GP T, pl. 14 no. 88. 


1510 
т, + INARI 
+ іуУб(лютиймос)» | 
(а) Stamp: (82) x42. 
“Вак building beside the Myrelaion rotunda. 
[1] Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Camii', 173, fig. тт na. 9. [2] Talbor 
Rice archive (rubbing). 


ІТ! 
t, EMV 
Evb[(ietifivioc) 
(а) Stamp: (Bo) x (до). 
Unknown: т. 


1.2? X35, oncein Robert College, АМ 122. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Bardill negs. 95.1.2 t, 22. 


1512 
1. €NA[ 
Eval Кта) 
(а) Stamp: (тод) x го, 
Unknown: 1. 
1. Once in Robert College, ? x ? x 27. 
[т] Mango's nares (rubbing). 


1513 
i. INAI 


, Їм9|(метибмас) 


(а) Runs in Beylerbey: (Sophianac palace?) 
[1] Dirimtelan, “Beylerbey’, 13, 29 no. й. 
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(514 1520 

i. 1: гли] 1. JYACTE 
[iv&(verubwoc)s . | (а) Stamp: (78) x32- 


(а) Stamp: (Bo) x 32. 
Rhegium (Küçük Cekmece). Bath ro the south-west of the 
Acropolis: 1. 
1. ? x? x 36. 
[1] Mamboury"s nates. 


гріб 
г, JAMI 
іа актізуос) 
ім(биктибмос) ӘГ 
(а) Stamp: ? хдо. 
Land Walls. Wall berween towers 95 and аба: т. 
t. 380 x 380 x 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1516 
t, INA[ 
ive[( метибмоє) 
iv(Sueriéivoc) 8[* 
(a) Cisterns in Gülhane, near Báb-: Hümayün. 
[1] Mamboury’s nores. 


($17 
i, *IMVI[ 
+ {мба 
жіубүктіймос) 1" 
жімібіктіруос) 617 | 
(a) Stamp: (85) х 35. 
Great Palace. Атса Ac: 1. 
1.? XT X55. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


1518 
і. INB[ 
ім(біктайғос) ВІ 
(a) Stamp: ? x42. 
Walls found in Alemdar Caddesi during laying of drains. Top 
of the street, next to the fountain at the junction with Caferiye 
Sokağı: т. 
1. 360 X 350 уо, 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


1519 . 
і. INIB[ 
iv(Buetubvoc) |Р | 
ім(біктібуос) v B[od ) 
(a) Sea Walls. West of the monumental staircase and north of the 
railway, area Fa: 1. 
1.?x?Xx5$5. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


Walls found in Alemdar Caddesi during laying of drains. Top 
of the street, next to the fountain at the junction with Caleriye 
Sokağı. 

, 111 Mamboury’s notes. 


1621 
n JY AIC 

(a) Stamp: (49) x 25. и 
Walls found in Alemdar Caddesi during laying of drains. 
Opposite Hagia Sophia: (several). 

[т] Mamboury's notes. 
1422 
1. ++[ 

(a) Stamp: 2 (7.5 from left to upright of right-hand cross) х 42. 
Theotokos in Chalkoprateia. North wall of the church, beside 
Zeynep Sultan Sokag. 

(1) Mamboury’s notes. 
1523 
1. ВАХІ „== 

Ваг) ХІ 

Fora possible completion, cp. 1323:1-1, 1479.13. 

(a) Stamp: ? x 28. so irom left to centre of X 
Sea Walls, Pillars near the monumental staircase, between the 
railway and the sea, area Fb: 1. 

LP? Kay. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 


1524 
т. IME 
імібіктійуос) 81° 
(a) Stamp: ? хус. 
Sea Walls. West of the monumental staircase and north of the 
railway, area Fa: 1. 


1.? 4? X О. 

[1] Mamboury's notes, 
152% 
1. ]- YABIT 


(a) Stamp: ? x 3o. 
Sea Walls. West of the monumental staircase and north af the 
railway, area Fa: 1. 
I Рхіхдо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
1416 
2. ТОС 
Possibly K]oc( ) 
(a) Stamp: (85) ку). 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 


(Beyazit), 1928. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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1527 1533 
t. ПИ! 1, ТЕПЕ[ 
іу(Біктійтес) ҮГ” Пм(біктиағосуле [ 


(а) Stamp: ? хо. 
Land Walls. Penrtapyrgion, vicinity of St Nicholas: i 
т. їх? хо. 
[t] Mamboury's notes. 


1528 
1. ІРОЛЕ 


JpoAct ) 

(a) Stamp: ? x 25. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 
L 312 x? x35. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


1529 
1. JAPEC[ 
Тересі 
Pepel) СІ 
(а) Stamp: ? x 24. 
Excavation of the monumental arch in the Forum Tauri 
(Beyazit), 1928: 1. 
1.1 xf x40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


14342 
1. [IA€I[. ЛЕТКҮРІ- 
ПШу(біктиӛмос) ev [. Је. Kupy ) + 
(а) Stamp: (132) Х 32. 
Unknown: t. 
t: Once in Robert College, ? x ? хро 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). 


1431 
1. JOHOAO 


‘The pi and lambda may suggesta connection with 1437.1, 1440.1, 


1441.1, 1442.1. 

(a) Stamp: ? x ІН. 
Unknown: 1. 
т. Fragment, здо м 2x $4, LAM, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1532 
1. «ТИАТ 


кІмбіктійғас) о 


(а) Stamp: ?x 35. 
Great Palace, Area Ac: т. 
т.?х? RAG. 
[1] Marnbeury's notes, 


(a) Stamp: (66) х 37. 
Date: 416/17 ог 431/2. See Part IT, Ch. o, sect. th. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1,330 x 2» 46. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


1534 
t. INI. 


ім(блютиймос) т. 
(a) Stamp: 2 x 3o. 
Great Palace. Area Ab: 1. 


ETERO. 
[т] Mamboury's nates. 


1535 
1. ЈЕЛ 
(a) Stamp: ? x20, 
Great Palace. Area Ac: т. 
L?X?X4f. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


1516 
rn ]NA...8.T[ 
(а) Stamp: ? x 35. 
Theotokos in Chalkoprateia. Church: т. 
1.3704? X31 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


1537 
1. |0 
(а) Stamp: ?x 35. 
Land Walls, Wall berween towers 94 and 9%: 1. 
1.243 хдо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1538 
т. 6H 
(a) Samp x 52. 
Great Palace. Area Ah, collapsed vault. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


1559 
1. ІМВ..2. 


ім(біктиймас) B^. s. 

(a) Stamp: 125 x 3o. 
Walls found in Alemdar Caddesi during laying of drains. Top 
of the street, next to the fountain at the junction with Caleriye 
Sokağı: 1. 
т. ута X 370 X 40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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1540 [1] Firatli, "Trois églises’, 172, 177, pl. 7(b) по. 9. 
з. OM аа 1] [2] Mamboury’s notes. 
(a) Stamp: 153 x28. 
Fenari Isa Сагай: 1. 1546 
1,ёхЁхдо. 1. IMOLAS 


[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, 'Fenari 
isa Camii’, fig. 40 по, 22. 


1541 
т. INGBA... 


ім(біктибуос) e Bel)... 


(а) Stamp: rjo хуз. 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul?): 1. 
т. 380 Х(250) x 30-45. 
[1] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, fig. 10 no. 1 f. 


1542 
1. .ХО...ИІ 
(а) Stamp: (155) х30. 
Ruins ол Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul?) 1, 
1, (230) x (245) * 49. 
[1] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, fig, то no. 19. 
(b) Stamp: 158 +28. 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul ?): 1. 
1, (225) x (180) x 40745. 
[т] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, fig. 10 no. 20. 
(c) Stamp: 184 x 28. 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul?): x. 
1.362 X 350 X 40. 
[r] Unger, ‘Seraispitze’, fig. 12 no. 18. 


1543 
1. MAAAO 


For perhaps the same name cp. 1605. 

(a) Stamp: 160 x 3c. 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of St Paul?): 1. 
1.290 X 285 X 40-45, 
[т] Unger, 'Seraispitze’, fig. толо, 21. 


1544 
1. AHTIOTATS 


énnorérov 


(a) Date: after 532. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. ас. 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building t or 2. 
(1) Gray, ‘Brickstamps’, 54 no. 16. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 264 no. th. [3] Manacorda, ‘Bolli laterizi’, 146 
n.177. 
1545 
1, JT& PIOY 
]ripiou 
(a) Stamp: (114) x 52. 
Excavation of the Diakonissa complex near Istanbul 
University, 1943-46; t. 
1. Mamboury states that the brick їз in the Museum. 


(a) Stamp: ? x 2c. уо from centre of mu то right-hand of delra. 
Binbirdirek cistern. /n situ in south wall, towards the east, їп 
top of tambour: 1. 
1. (190) x (265) x 52. 
(1] Wulzinger, ‘Substruktionsbauten’, 586, fig. то по. 5. 
[2] Wulzinger's nores. 


1547 
1, +1@К1@.В1 


(а) Stamp: 150 х45. 
Excavation near the monumental arch in che Forum Таип 
(Beyazit), 1957. 
[1] Duyuran, 'Bayazit', pl. 6B. 


1545 
i. HNXKoX 
(a) Between Fenerbahce and the vineyard of the Sarapata family, 
100 paces from the shore. 
[t] Sideropoulos, *Byzantinai Epigraphai’, 26—7, no. E’ 2. 


1549 
г. 11, BAP[ 
Jt- Вар[ 
(a) Hebdomon (Bakirköy). 
[1] Dethier, “Makrikéy’, 167 по, KA’, pl. IA" no. 20. 
[2] Schneider, ‘Ziegelstempel’, 266 no. бт. 


1$$9 
r. IOE? 
(a) Hebdomon (Bakirköy). 
[r) Dethier, Makriköy', 165 no. Z', pl. IA no. 5. 


1551 
n JAEAL 
(а) Hebdomon (Bakırköy). 
[1] Dethier, ‘Makriköy’, 166 no. IZ“, pl. LA" no. 16, 


1552 
1. +[.....JNIKOC 
(a) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?). 
(1) Meliopoulos, "Topothesia', 229 по. 2. [2] Feissel, 
‘Inscriptions’, 410 по, 11.2, [3] SEG 37 (1987) по. тоз 


1553 
1, (UN .... ME 
(a) Hagia Eirene. In titu in a putlog hole on the gallery side.in the 
northern central pillar of the east wall of west gallery. 
[1] Peschlow, Jrenenkirche, 224, fg. 3o по, 7. 
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1554 
т, СЛЄОЇ 
(a) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?) 
(1) Dirimtekin, "Beylerbey’, 13, 29 no. т. 
1555 
t. 2APASI 
(а) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?), 
(1] Dirimrekin, "Beylerbey', 13, 29 no. 5. 


1556 
:. ПАЗ) 


|сел{ 
(a) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?). 
[1] Dirimtekin, ‘Beylerbey’, 13, 29 по. 7. 


1557 
1, INIB[ 


iv(Suctiévoc) v ВІ 

ім(биктибмос) 1B" [ 

(a) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?). 
[1] Dirimtekin, ‘Beylerbey’, 13, 29 no. 4. 


1558 
т. AATI( . JNI+ 
+ tv(Sixti@voc) |.) Па()2.(?) 
(а) Ruins near Topalian Hanı, іл the area bounded by Носа Han: 
Sokağı, Kaputcular Sokağı, and Kanrcioglu Sokağı. 
[1] Meliopoulos, "Topothesia', 231 no. 9. 


1559 

1. Indecipherable 

(а) Ruins near Topalian Ham, in the area bounded by Носа Напі 
Sokağı, Kaputcular Sokağı, and Kaurcioglu Sokağı. 
(1) Meliopoulos, "'opothesia', 230 по, 3. 


1460 
т. +INSIV[ 
жіу(біктизуос)в107| 
(a) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?). 
[1] Meliopoulos, ‘Topothesia’, 229 no, 1. [2] Feissel, 
‘Inscriptions’, 410 no. 11.1. [3] SEG уу (1987) no. 1034. 


1561 
ПОМ 
(а) Between Fenerbahçe and the vineyard of the Sarapata family, 
209 paces fram the shore. 
(1) Sideropoulos, ‘Byzantinai Epigraphai', 26-7 no. E' 2. 


1562 
1. JOMOV[ 


(а) Stamp: (8о) x 27. 
Karakilise. On the sea-shore: 1. 
t, Fragment, ? x ? x 25, yellowish clay 
[1] Mango's notes. 


1563 
і. ПИЛІ.Ї 


ім(біхтимос) би ВІ 

(а) Stamp: ? х28, 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bâb-ı Нітдуйл. Floor above Ше 
cistern. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1564 
1. INZI 
їм(біжтиймос) С 
(а) Stamp: (бо) х1}. 
Unknown: 1. 
1.?x?x35, once in Robert College, AM 365. 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing), [2] Вага! negs. 25.3.22; 95.4.16a, 
туа, 


1565 
t. ХГАЗ 
(a) Stamp: 140 x? 
Myrelaion church. Substructures: 1. 
1, ? X? X 6c. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1566 
s. ASI 


(a) Stamp: 84 x 40. 
Unknown: 1. 
t, MSBK inv. 6224, (120) x(189) х? 
[1] MSBK neg. 6224a. [2] DAI (Ist) neg. 2343. [3] Mamboury's 
notes (from cast). [4] Mango's notes (from cast). 


1567 
1. JAPHTO 
(a) Stamp: (89) х 26. 
Myrelaion, debris. 
[1] Talbot Rice archive (rubbing). 


1568 
і. IN[....JCO 
(a) Stamp: 147 x26. 


Remains in the area bounded by Divan Yolu, Piyer Loui 
Caddesi, Dostluk Yurdu Sokağı, and Klod Farer Caddesi: r. 


1. 390 x 380 x 60. 

(1) Mamboury’s notes, 
1569 
1, 1. МІК 
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(а) Stamp: (93) х 35. 1476 
Unknown: 1. 1. SIAA| 
1. LAM, 
А (а) Great Palace. Area Ab, 
[1] Mambaury's nates (squeeze). [1] Mamboury’s notes, 
1570 
т. INIL ПВА... LAS 
iw(Buertüvoc)q[ . ] Bed )... (а) Stamp: (62) x28. 
(a) Stamp: 155 x 24. Land Walls. W$3a/89a. 
Unknown: 1. [1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Lanamaner, 149 no. 18. 
1. (АМ (СК) со, удо x ? X с, [2] DAT (Ist) neg. 6603 (сакт), [3] Mamboury's notes (from 
[1] Mamboury's notes. cast). [4] Mango's nates (from cast). 
1478 
1$71 г. ТАЗАРТ 
i. ВАПО{..]А1Г VT 
Bot) Niet, Jaw J6(uetidivoe)s w pl 
ыт ‚ый | (а) Saraghane, 
(a) ae 128 x yó, [1] Sarachane archive neg. 12.3.22. 
nknown: 1. 
1, LAM (CK) no. 63, fragment, ? x Р х47. 
Mamboury'’ . [2] Mango's notes. 1579 
[1] опгу'® notes, [2] Mango's notes 1. JAXPL 


T$72 
n HEEL 
(a) Stamp: ? хас, 
Unknown: 1, 
г. IAM (CK) no. 102, ? x 2 x 45. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. [2] Mango's notes. 


1573 
1. ПСЛА 
(а) Stamp: ? x 15. 
Unknown: 1. 
i. IAM (CK) no. 76, ? w? х go. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, [2] Mango's notes. 


1574 
1, INGB[A . . ЈК 


їм(бистиймає) 8" Bpod ).. Лк 
(а) Stamp: 142 x32. 
Unknown; t. 
1. IAM (CK) no. 65, diagonal fingermarks running across rhe 


stamp, 375 X370 хуу. 
[1] Mamboury's nores, [2] Mango's nares. 


а 


1575 
i. УОІГФІГЗФУ 
Possibly а mangled Гефруйог (?) 
(а) Stamp: 155 x 26. 
Cistern on Divini Ali Sokağı 


I. 380 X 170 X 46. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


Fora passible completion, cp. 1323.1—2, 1423.12. 
(а) Saraçhane t. 

т. No. 102, 

[1] Sarachane archive neg. 16.3.192. 


1$8c 
n]..oN* 
(a) Saraghane: 1, 
г. No, 676. 
[1] Saraghane archive пер, 9.10.13. 


Іст 
і. JAES 
(а) Stamp: ? x55. 
Sarachane: 1. 
1. Ма. 1363. 
[1] Saraçhane archive neg, 12.3. 522. 


1482 
t ЇМГЇ 
ім(бижтиймос) Үү” 


(a) Sarachane, 
[1] Saraghane archive neg. 16,3112. 


1583 
1, ]4K 
1+) 
(а) Saraghane: 1. 
1. Ма, 287. 
[1] Saraghane archive пер, 10.3.352. 
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1484 1591 
16 1, ]IBA( 
(a) Stamp: (52) x 31. ]v Beef 


Saraçhane; 1. 
1. No. 1313,? x ? хар. 
[1] Saraghane archive neg. 9, 10,22, 


1585 
1. + ПААІ. [ 


+ їмбуиетиймос) i. Т 


(а) Sarachane. 


[1] Sarachane archive neg. 10.3.3 12. 


14586 
t. YHVI 
(а) Saraçhane, 
"[1] Saraçhane archive neg. ro.3.343. 


1587 
і. ж БІЄЇЇ 
(а) Saraghane: г, 
1. No. 1293. 
[1] Sarachane archive neg. 9.11.202. 


1588 
1. JAMS 
(a) Stamp: (112) x 45. 
Date: 507-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. га. 
St Polyeuktos. 
Level &1: 1, Level 422: 273. Level 484: 4. Level 724?: 4-6, Level 


729: 7- Level 738: 8. Level 785": 9, Level Еру: 16. Level rare: ir 


Unknown: 12, 

I, No. 354. 2. No. 804. 3. No. боҙ. 4. No. 1247. §-No. 352. 
6. No. 353. 7. No. 375. 8. No. 336. 9. No. 298. та, No. 1 50, 
11, Мо, 1052. 12, No. тоҷ. 

Notes: One brick measures ? «? x 25. 

[1] Hill, "Bricksramps!, 212, Аҙз, [2] Sarachane archive пер, 
I0.3,182 (12). 


($89 
г. JAT. THAY 
(a) Rotunda and adjoining hall north of the hexagon of Antiochus, 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. КВ 6164. 


1590 
1. ДЕАИІ 


tv8(veridivec)s{ 


(a) Stamp: (147) x 3o. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1933-38. Site 
Bt, building north-west of church (debris): 1, 
1.2 X ?* X40, no. 39. 
[1] GPT, рі, 14 по. 39. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 33, neg, 211. [3] Talbot Rice archive пер, as 
[2]. 


(a) Stamp: (67) Х 25. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935- 18:1: 
1,2 x? x45, 00,15, 
[1] GP T, pl. r4 na, тӯ. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. тоз, [3] Talbor Rice Archive neg. as 
[2]. 


1592 
1. INV[ 
(a) Stamp: 97 x 24. 

Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38: 1, 
i. ?*? X40, по. fo. 
[1] GPL рі. 14 по. то. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, meg, 188. [3] Talbot Rice archive пер. as 
[3]. 


1593 
і. JINI[ 
J iv(uetiaivoc) i 
Пм(біктибуос) nf 
(а) Stamp: (тсс) x 42. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1955-38. Site 
Ві:т, 
1.2 X ? x 40, neg. 2, 
[1] GP LI, рі, та no. 2., [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 183. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg, as 
[2]. 


1594 
ЖМА + 
+уфкпёмос)+ 
(a) Stamp: (124) x 33. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1935-38. Site 
Ві, north-west of church (debris): т. 
1,? x % 30, n0.41. 
[1] GP I, pl. та no. ат. [2) Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 58, neg. 212. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2]. 


1595 
І, JY 
(а) Stamp: (43) x31. 

Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1055-58. Sire 
Ві:т, 
1. 2х? «50,10. 56. 
[1] GP I, рі. 14 no. 56. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 223. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
is] 


399 CATALOGUE 
1596 1622 
i: YOA: | 1. ЭВАЙИ| 


(a) Stamp: (75) х33. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 193 5-58: 1. 
1.2x2x30. 
(11GP 1, pl. 14 no. 11. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 189. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[з], 


1597 
i. ]BA[ 
1Во[() 
(a) Stamp: 79 x3). f 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1934-38; t. 
1.7? X2 X25, ПО. 12. | 
[1] GP I, pl. 14 no. 12. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 190. [у] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[1]. 


r$98 

г. JAMIL 
їм(біиєтіймос) а 
(а) Stamp: (92) x 29. 


Kalenderhane Camii, Diakonikon, east Бета door, from wall: 


1. 
1. 380 x (315) x 41. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, 439. 


1599 
г. INT| 
ім бакта) y 


(а) Stamp: (75) х 27. 
Kalenderhane Camu. Unknown: т, 
t. (375) x (190) хав, 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps’, Aaa. 


1622 
1. ]. AHIL 
імбіктібғос) ё. [° 
(a) Stamp: (79) * (35). 
Kalenderhane Сатії. In the masonry of the superstructure of 
the Ottoman kitchen: 1. 
1. (315) €x(115) € р. 
[1] Peschlow, 'Briekstamps', Адз. 
1601 ' 
i. INA.[ 


їм(бижтиймос) 5 7. | 
(а) Stamp: (66) х 3o. 
Kalenderhane Сати, Exonarthex, T1/2: 1. 


г. (125) x(1e2) x 48. 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps', A43. 


ivG(uctuivec)s є". 
(a) Stamp: 117 x 12. 
Kalenderhane Camii. F3/G3/3: 1. 


т. (240) x (215) х2. 
* [r]Peschlow, "Brickstamps', A44. 


1521 
1: INEI 


ty(Suctuivoc) ef” 
(a) Stamp: (60) х 26. 
Kalenderhane Camii Unknown: t. 


1. (186) x (152) хаз. 
11) Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', A45. 


1624 
і. ІМЛ. 
ім(бактімос) ух" |М me 
(a) Stamp: (74) х 25. 
Kalenderhane Cami. Unknown: 1. 


1, (256) x (170) x 40. 
[1] Peschlow, *Brickstamps', Aq}. 


1605 
т. Dethier reads IM : BA -MAAAC 
Second letter was presumably nu rather than mu. For perhaps the 
same name cp. 1443. 
iy(Bueriawoc) |. ] Bad ) 1.) nac 
(a) Near Laleli Сати, just beyond the end of the tramway, on the 
eastern part of the hill, at the corner of the road. 
[1] Mendel, Sculptures grecques, үҙ (quoting Dethier, Journal 
Manuserit, fo. 77, no, 358 dared 25. 04. 1880/05. оу. 18%о.) 


1626 
1, [V AOTI[ 
(a) Near Fatih Camii. 
[1] Mordtmann, Konstantinopel 37. [2] Sorlin-Dorigny, 
‘Inscriptions’, 89 по, 31. [3] Mamboury, Мага", 529 
(mentioned), 


1627 
i: ТУВ z 


(a) Stamp: (56) х 35. 
Augustaion, South-west corner of Hagia Sophia: 1. 
iP MPR GE, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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1628 
І, [4 
INSHBA AM 
iv(6wriüvoc)s тү Bet ) - us h 
(a) Stamp: туо x 38. 
Great Palace. Area Ва: 1. 
I. x? хай. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ібсд 
1. АК. 
| Bat) K[-] 
The abbreviated name was possibly Кк(), Cp. 634.1 and 637.1. 
(a) Stamp: (77) «28. 
Date: 427-65. See Part 11, Ch. 9, sect. тё. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: 1. 
at. LAM 18, ? x? x45. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


ІбІС 
т. НИЄ 
жіу(біктизуос) ef” 
(а) Great Palace. Area Ac: 1, 
г. 2x? x 30. 
[1] Mamboury"'s nates. 
1611 
1. Indecipherable. 
(а) Stamp: 135 x26. 


Date: 01-564 or 516-19 Or 531-34. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. ad. 


Remains on İsmetiye Caddesi. North group: 1. 
I. 395 *350 X40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


їбїї 
1. IMIBAYA[ 
ім(блієтиймос) т” Bal) Yo 


iv(&uenvoc)1B" Aval 


(а) Stamp: ? x до, 
South of the "bath" building beside the Myrelaion rotunda, 
towards the sea: 1. 
1. 360% уро жду. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1613 
і. ТАННЕҮ 
iv(Bikeibvoc) В” Heo (?) 
(a) Stamp: 138 x 3c. 
Unknown: 1-2, 
1, LAM (СК) зг. 2. IAM (CK) уга. 
Notes: 1-2. One brick measures 356 x 349 x 4j. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mango's nates. 


1614 
È ].-[..]. BIB 


(a) Great Palace, Area Ac, below the Palace of Justice: r 
1.325 5315 446. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
161$ 
т. ІМІБАҮРАКҮ 
iv(Sixcuivoc) v [af ) "раќ ) Ku( ) 
імбіктіймос) f. Афро) Kw ) 
(а) Stamp: 170 x 28, 


Unknown: 1. 
і. IAM (CK) no. 37, 380 x 322 x 5 5. 
[1] Mango's notes. е 
1616 
%, BACOTIATE 
Во() Conidae (?) 


(а) Stamp: 125 x25. 
Great Palace. Area Bat i: 
т. 320 X 316 X 4G. 
[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaláste, 12 no. г (where the 
location is said to be near the monumental staircase at the 
"House of Justinian’), [2] Mamboury's nores. 


1617 
і, JBAPSINSC 
) Bapt js ім(біктиймос)в c 
(а) Great Palace, Area Ba: т, 


LIX? x60. 

[1] Mamboury and Wiegand, Kaiserpaliste, 12 no. 2 (where the 
location is said to be near the monumental staircase at the 
"House of Justinian’). [2] Mamboury’s notes. 


1618 
т. ЇВАРЄМОЇ 
1 Pipet ) № (7) 
(a) Land Walls. Topkapi. 
[1] Gedeon, *Engraphai", 382. 
1619 
1. JABACT 
tv(Bicridwac) Ja" Pel} CL 
ім(биєтиймос) ja" Bac] 
(a) Exalaonion. 
[1] Gedeon, 'Engraphoi', 182. 
1620 
т. ПІМНВАПЕ( 
Пм(Виютиймомс) ту Ше) ПЕГ() 
Sorlin-Dorigny may һауе read TI for Г. 
(а) Land Walls. Benween Edirne Карт and Tektur Sarayi 
[1] Serlin-Dorigny, ‘Marque’, 116 n. 1: 
1621 
n JANT+ 
зм (лєтиїмос) 
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(a) Blachernat. From one ol the four substructures of Emir Buhari 
Tekkesi. 
[1] Papadopoulos, Blachernes, 145. 


1622 
1. JVOAUIX[ 
(a) Unknown: 1, 
т. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection. 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", oy no. бу. 


1623 
т. JHAMAPOL 
The first letter 15 H or M, penultimate Р or Г, last Oor 8. 
(a) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?). 
[1] Sideropoulos, 'Autonomes’, 122. [2] Feissel, ‘Inscriptions’, 
418 no. 29.1. [3] SEG 37 (1987) na. 1053. 
1624 
1. IO[- JAAYPN 
(а) Date: 448-93. 
Sr John of Stoudios. 
[1] Curtis and Aristarches, ' Anekdotor', 11 по, Ко, 


1624 
і, INAAH'TIE 
lv8( uerubvoc) a^ түте 


(a) Unknown: т. 
t. Once in the Hagia Eirene collection, 
[1] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions", 95 no. 66. 


1626 
т. ТӘЯАТАМТ 

їмбілютиймос) wx* КОбридє [ 

(a) Land Walls. Wéaa/é3a, 

[1] Meyer-Plath and Schneider, / апатанет, 149 по, то, 

1627 
1, INABAHIOY 

Paluka's reading is uncertain. 

iv(Guctiivoc) а” Во ) HAH (?) 


(а) Cistern near the Basilica Cistern (Yerebatan Sarayi), [niet ко 
cistern, 
[1] Paluka, "Zisterne', 599. 


1628 

1. KUPC 
It seems unlikely that the Latin U was correctly read. 
Possibly Kopie 


(a) Date: after 5 32. See Part I], Ch. 9, sect. ас, 
Baths of Zeuxippos. In or near Building t or 2, 
[1] Gray, ‘Brickstamps’, 55 no. 39. [2] Schneider, 
"Ziegelstempel', 267 no. 63, 


1620 
т. IN-IBA[ 
iv(Bueruvoc) ^ 1 Bal 
(a) Stamp: (97) x (22). 
Unknown: 1. 
г. Once in Robert College, ? x ? x 4o. 
[т] Mango's notes (rubbing), 
1630 
1. INEIBA,... 


імібіктіибуос) ev Ba... 


(a) Forum Tauri. 


[r] Schneider, 'Aquadukt', cal. 75. 


1631 
1. МАУНе 
(а) Stamp: 122 х 35. Letters эү mm, high, 
Silivri: 1. 
1,345 X 345 х 35, stamp almost central. 
[:] Seure, ‘Antiquités’ 973, fig. 17 по. т. 


1632 
1. INTBAP[ 
їм(бюстиібмос) у" Papl 
(a) Stampi ? x 33. 
Blachernai. Large vaules behind the enclosure wall on 
Dervigzade Sokağı. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


1633 
1, «INI 


жім(біктиймос) У 


(а) Sramp: ? x 35. 
Blacherna. Ayvaz Efendi Caddesi. Egrikapi Caddesi 
(11 Mamboury’s notes. 


1634 
т. |5 
(а) Stamp: ? x 34. 
Land Walls, Pentapyrgion, vicinity of St Nicholas: т. 
ах? x go, 
(1) Mamboury’s notes. 


1634 
г, АНХСЛИЇ 


ive(nenivac)s С Bat У 


(a) Stamp: 152 «25. 
Unknown: 1-3, 
1, [AM 2. 2. [AM +. 
Notes: 172. One brick measures? x? x Yo. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1636 
i. ПАІВА[ 
iv(&riiivoc) 1" Bal 
(а) Date: 456/7. See Part TI, Ch, 9, sect. rd, 


Cistern nf Aspar. South-west side, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1637 
t. INBBA[ 
ім(біктиймокс) [3° Daf 


(а) Stamp: ? x go. 
Remains in Saw Efendi Sokagi: т. 
1,7 x ? X40. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1638 
1, INBB.[ 
імібіктібуес) B^ B. [ 
(а) Stamp: ? x 23. 
Myrelaion church. West part: 1. 
1,2 хі х 4o. 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


1639 
і. INIABA[ 


ім(блютиймос) ur" Ba[() 


(a) Stamp: (7 5) x zc. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1, 
Lixikas. 

[1] Mamboury's notes, 


1640 
1. IINEI[ 
ім(біктиїумос) ev” Г 


(a) Stamp: (19) x 20. 


Date: 416/17 ог 431/2. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 1b. 


Palace of Antiochus, 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


1641 
г, ПЧАКАГ 


ім(биютиймос) t Ba] 


(а) Stamp: (o5) x 26. 
Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
t.2 42% 5a. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1642 
1 MEI 
iv(Guxtiivoc) e | 


(a) Stamp: ? & 32. 
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Dare: 431/2 or 446/7 ar 461/2, See Part IT, Ch. 5, sect. re. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: т. 

т. 2x ? x 40, LAM 16. 

[1] Mamboury's nates, 


1643 
і, INITBA[ 


імібіктійуәс) v^ Bol 

(a) Stamp: (105) x 28. 
Unknown: 1-2. 
г. [AM 23. з. TAM бз. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. ' 


1644 
1, INN 


tv(Gneriovoc) [y] 8” 
Gamma altered to delta by rhe addition of a vertical and a diagonal 
stroke. Cp. 17.1. 
(a) Stampi (a) x 28. 
Date: probably 43o/1 ar 445/6 or 460/ 1: See Parr IL, Ch, 9, sect. 
re. 
Balaban Aga Mescidi: т, 
1, IAM 75. 
[1] Mamboury's nores, 


1644 
1, ШӘМІ 
імблютімосг) yf 
(a) Stamp: ? x ус. 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Hexagon: 1. 
D ?xXPXA2 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


1646 
t. ІМАЦ 
імбіктійос) б | 


(а) Hippodrome. Inner wall of ambulatory found in тото near die 
Palace of Аппосһив, 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


1647 
і. ІМАЦ 


Әлбіктібуес) At [ 

(a) Stamp: (123) x 35. 
Hippodrome. Inner »wall of ambulatory found in 1950 near the 
Palace of Antiochus: т. 


1. 333 x 330. 92. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


1648 
т. INAS[ 


ivàuenuvoc)s | 
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(a) Stamp: 210 x 32. 
Great Palace. Area Ab, collapsed vault. 
1,370 X? 4 40 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


49 
«гы 
жау біктіймосфв | 
(а) Date: 423-27 or 438-42. See Part П, Ch. g, sect. те, 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bâb-ı Himayin. 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


мо 
+INS[ 
+їү(бїктїфүос)в Г 
(а) Date: 423-27 or 438-42. See Part П, Ch. 5, sect. тё, 
Cisterns in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hiimaydr: 1. 
1,340 X350 X 10. 


[1] Mamboury's nates. 


TE 
INEBA[ 
Іу(біктібігее) є" Bul 
(а) Stamp: тоо x 28. 
Retaining wall and barrel vault berween the church of the 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia and the Basilica Cistern 
(Yerebatan Saray:). 
[т] Mamboury’s notes. 
iz 
Iri 
(a) Stamp: 7a X24. 
Reraining wall and barrel vault between the church of the 
Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia and the Basilica Cistern 
(Yerebatan Sarayı). 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


ә _ 

INAIA[ - ] 

ivG(ucria@voc) 5 [- Ї 

(a) Stamp: ? x 38. 
Date: 430/1 or 4453/6 ог 46o/ 1. See Part II, Ch. 11, sect. 5, 
Hexagon complex in Gülhane. Hexagon: т. 
т. 30 x 360 X 45. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


на 

Ао 

]Bo ч 

(a) Stamp: (74) ж 4. | 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1959-1. Site 
Tis, building north-west of church (debris): 1. 
b.? x? x 10, п. 30. 
[1] GPL, рі. 14 no. зо. [2) Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 204. 


16% 
і. ШМАВУСІ 
ШШМм(біктіймос) &' Bec) CT 
ПОмббижтиймос) ó” Вас! 
(a) Stamp: ? м зо, 
Ruins berween the Gülhane hospital and the Topkapı Sarayı 
fortification: т. 
“ 1; ? ж і кў. 
[1] Mamboury's motes. 


1646 
і. [МАТА 
ГҮм(біктійуос) бл" А() 
Гб(иксайуос) мМ) 
ІЦу(биктизуос) 87 12) 
(а) Stamp: (99) x35. 
Rhegium (Küçük Çekmece). Large surrounding wall of the 
Acropolis, beside sea: t. 
ї. Px? ҘЫ. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1657 мий 
1. JOA 
(a) Stamp: ? x 3o. 
Myrelaton church, East part: t. 
LjloX310 X «a, 
[1] Mamboury's nores. 


1648 
n JEATARCH? 


Jew" Konp (2) 


(a) Stamp: (95) (from end of horizontal bar of epsilon to right-hand 


edge) x 36. 

Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.2 x? x60. 

[1] Mamboury's nores. 


1659 
і. INBII[. ..]L Ab 
їм(бистиймос) РИ ПІ. „уор 
(а) Stamp: 196 x 3c. 
Sca Walls. Langa Bostam, inner wall, west of tower 68: 1. 
1. 380 x 380 x 65. 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1662 
t. Die bore no inscription. 
(a) Stamp: roa x55. | 
Great Palace. Area Ab, near the aqueduct at the corner of the 
great wall: 1. 
1.?х? хат. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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i661 
i. INIBAIPOHL 
ім(бистиймос) v Вай)? 


(а) Stamp: 145 хай, 
Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
1, зво x 340 x40. 
[1] Mamhoury's notes, 


1662 
1. ]АЕГ 
(a) Excavation of the Diakonissa complex near Istanbul 
University, 1943-46: 1. 
Prep. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1663 
1, ІПеу 
(а) Stamp: ? хуу. 
Büyükada (Prinkipo). Vaults ( Каплагез"), 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1564 
т. INAL.. ЈП 
ім(біктізуос) 8Г....Їх 


(а) Stamp: 186 x 3o. 
Tokludede Mescidi: 1 
1. 380 x 382 x 45, LAM 116. 
[1] Mamboury's nates, 


1665 
Іі. IVEVII 
(а) Sea Walls. Defirmenkap:. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 
1666 
г. JBATPO 
The most likely readings would seem to be: 
Ial) ГА) о (2) 
У Bet) Гро() (?) 
(а) Stamp: (124) 36. 
Walls found in Alemdar Caddesi during laying of drains. Wall 
above the fountain on the left at the top of the street: (several). 
[г] Mamboury"s notes, 


MurriPLE-LINE 


1667 

n NN 
ан 
Г- мамі - 15 


‘The eta may be an indiction ог ап accessory. 


(а) Stamp: ? «бо. 
Land Walls. Tekfur Saray:, interior: 1. 
1.2 x? x45, 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


1668 
1, 1 ® 
]MNOV 
Possibly Абру with mu and nu in ligature, assuming that the 
trace of the vertical in the first line is incorrectly recorded. 
(a) Stamp: (87) x (до). 
Ruins on Saray Burnu (orphanage of $1 Paul?) 1. 
1, (235) (зоо) x 40745. 
[1] Unger, “Seratspitze’, fig. то no. у. 


1669 
1. «ТНІСМІ 
EAC -] 
АШГ-1 
+ тій Г с v ]é&xcc (імбіктізмес 2) | - ]Bu[ - ] 


(a) Hebdomon (Bakirkoy). 

[1] Dethier, '"Makrikày", 162 no. A", pl. IA", no. 18°, 
(b) Hebdomon (Bakirkáy). 

[т] Dethier, "Makrikày", 162 no. A", pl. IA", no. ze". 
(c) Hebdamon (Bakırköy). 

[1] Dethier, "Makrikày', 162 по. A", pl. IA" по. тү. 


1670 
n + TH[*] 
Ta 
Lu 
+ tile véne (Їмбієтиймос ?) -] 
(a) Hebdomon (Bakirkoy), 
[т] Dethier, *Makrikáy', 162 по, A", pl. LA’ no. |у, 
[2] Schneider, "Ziegelstempel', 267 no. 75. 


1671 

r [+ THC]N 
[EAC ,.] 
1-1 


[+ тїс] v [ine (1мбіктиймос ?) ~] 


(а) Hebdomon (Bakırköy). 
[1] Dethier, " Makrikoy", 162 no. A‘ pl. ТА” no. 16. 


1671 | 
1, JN A[ 
regl 
мё - Jes СГ 
(а) Land Walls. Pentapyrgion, vicinity of St Nicholas : 1. 
1,2? X ? X 4a. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
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1673 
i. BR bE 
(a) Stamp: 135 x55. 
Great Palace, Area Ab: т. 
1360x350 X35. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1674 
i, JO 


Js 
Either [+ Ajo[pyjov or [+ Auo 
(а) Ruins at Kücükyali, upper floor: 1. 
1; Г. xp X gu 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1675 
г. JPOq«D 
1-64 
Зрофої -). -Ї..) 
(а) Stamp: (90) x ? | 
St George in the Mangani. Entrance passage to the cistern, 
beside the road. 
[1] Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes, 29, fig. 33 по. 3. 
[2] Mamboury’s notes. 


г676 
і. “НІ 
CÍMA 
Possibly а badly recorded stamp reading + "Омтеїцо». 


(a) Great Palace. Area Ac: т. 
1.7? X? X 40, 
(| Mamboury's notes. 


1677 
і. МАЦ 


INAA[ 

xva[- 1(2) туос) al 

(a) Date: 533-35. See Part П, Ch, 9, sect, zb. 
Hagia Sophia, Debris from the collapsed barrel vault in the 
substructures of the west wing of the Justinianic amum: т. 


1.2 KP RSF. 
[1] Schneider, Wesrhaf, 26 по. 19. 


1678 
і. PC 
JAS 
(а) Hebdomon (Bakirköy) 
[1] Dethier, "Makrikay", 167 no. KB" a", рі. LA’ no. 21. 


1679 
т. JACO! 
]H[. JH 


(а) Burgaz Айаз Transhguration church. 
[1] Albert, “Алпролг, 39. 


тб8о 
1. МІ 
agl 
IE 
(а) Burgaz Adasi, Transhguranon church, 
[1] Albert, “Anugoni’, 39. 


1681 
1. Indecipherable. 
(а) Виграх Adası Transfiguration church. 
[1] Albert, ‘Antigont’, 39. 


1682 
1. ТАВА 
1Р® 
Je Be - Joon 
(а) Saraghane: т, 
т. No. 473. 
[1] Saraçhane archive neg. 9.10.16. 


1683 
і. #THCN 
EAIC 
+ tfje véa[c (IvGueruswoc 2) -) 
(a) Date: 507-22. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect, 2a. 
St Polyeuktos. Level 725*: 1. 
t. No. 355. 
[1] Saraghane archive, 


1684 
1. 4-K[ 


4 K[ 


(a) Rotunda and adjoining hall north af the Palace of Antiochus. 
[1] DAI (Ist) neg. KB бтбо. 


1685 
1. 4[-] 

OTOV 

+[-ютоо 

Perhaps + [Mefod)otou (cp. 972.1-2). 

(а) Stamp: (81) x 35. А fragment of the stamp was lost after initial 
recording, Consequently, the illustration shows even less than 
whatis recorded here, 

Kalenderhane Сат, Unknown: г. 
1. (235) 4(230) х 38, broken inte three pieces. 
[1] Peschlow, '"Brickstamps', Bas. 


1686 
1, [-]AC 
[=] 
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(а) Stampr (41) (54). 1693 

Kalenderhane Camii. North aisle, filling wall, middle: 1. т. 1. 

г, (175) кате) x 39. OY 


[т] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps', Ваз. 


1687 
i, I. ACA 
KOCN 
ivé(iertóvoc)s 6° Косі ) v 


(a) Stamp: 85 x Bo. 
Ruins on Saray Burmi (orphanage of St Paul?): т, 
I. 350 X $50 X $0, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1688 (no entry) 


1689 
т, МҮ 
NO 


(а) Hagia Sophia. Lower part of window on south-west side of 
Horologion: 1. 
I. 16a x 360. X 45. 
[1] Dirimtekin, Room', rs and до, 


16925 
1. BIA Я 


Meliopoulos' curious rypescript arrangement was perhaps intended 
to representa monogram. 
(a) Caddebostam, Bagdad Caddesi. 
[1] Meliopoulos, "Rufinianai', 282 по. з. [2] Feissel, 
"Inseriptions', 418 no. 28.3. [3] SEG зу (1987) no. 1638. 


1591 
т. +HAE] 
ALOY+ 


+7(¥)8(ver@vec) ei Alav (2) + 


(a) Several variants. 
Stamp: approximately #7 x $8. 
Kalenderhane Сати. Apse of North Church, in situ: 1-2. 
Unknown: 3. 
1.365 X 350 X41. 2.355 X350 X45. 3, (240) X (125) х 39. 
[1] Peschlow, ‘Brickstamps’, B44 (illustration compiled from 
several variants). 


1692 
т [A]HO 
[MHAQ]Y 
[Ayooo (2) 
(a) Stamp: ? х о. 
Rhegium (Küçük Çekmece). Substructures south of the 
ayasma; г. 
1.2 4? уй, 
ІП Mamboury's notes. 


(a) Sea Walls. West of the monumental staircase and north of the 
railway, area Fa: т. 
rie? хас. 


[1] Mamboury's notes, 
r694 
І. He.. Ol 
5 


(a) Ruins in Beylerbeyi (Sophianae palace?), 
[r] Dirimrekin, 'Beylerbey", 15, 29 по. 3. 


CIRCULAR 


1694 
г. DIA 
JAI 
]+He 
Ape[-]vo[-]s7°+[-] 
(a) Stamp: 81 diameter. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1934-48. Site 
Br: i. 
Iz? X ? X 30, no. 47. 
[1] GPL, рі. та по. 47. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 217. Гу) Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[1]. 


INE 
І... «оо ++ Їм(біижтиймос) е” 


‘The stamp is m the same style as one bearing the name Можоріом 
(вес 926), 
(a) Stamp: estimated diameter том. 
Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1945-38: 1. 
1.7%? X 40, по. 84. 
[1] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous Remainder, box 38, neg. 349. 


1697 
1. JOYP + IN A[ around central Ж 
The name was perhaps CieoBotp(ou), TTlowp(w), or Comotip(ov). 
(а) Stamp: 1 re diameter. 
Date: after 475. 5ee Part IH, Ch. то no. 12. 
Sea Walls. West of the monumental staircase and north of the 
railway, area Fa: г. 
I.? X? x50, 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
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1698 CRUCIFORM 
т. [-ЈС+Є[ - | around central Ж 
1793 
[- Je + €[ - J around central Ж і. l 
[-Ј0+Ө[- ] around central Ж Ki 
(a) Date: after 475. See Part IT, Ch. 10 по. 12. Ж 
Land Walls. Back of tower Brg (south): г, [ 1 | 
4. Found in 1877. Once in Robert College. “ҰЛ 
[1] Mango's notes (rubbing). [. 1 


1699 
і. “ПІМЛІКЕ-(.....; | around central ж 
ЖШүбік(тйуосіз %Г...... Jaround central Ж 
(a) Stamp: ттт diameter. The lower half of the wooden die has 
broken away. 
Dave: after 475. See Part II, Ch, то по. 12. 
Blachernai, excavations of July-August 1958: 1. 
1,385 X 369 хо, AM 5. 
[1] Dirimtekin, "Blachernes', 22, 31 no. у. (2) Bardill negs. 
341.93, 10а, 


1720 

т. -ІМАТКІ..... б around central Ж 
+1уфїк[....-.]5 around central Ж 
(a) Stamp: 116 diameter. 


Date: after 475. See Part II, Ch. то no. 12. 
Tokludede Mescidi. 


[1] Mamboury, “Chrisme’, 456 no. 8. [2] Mamboury's notes. 


1701 
r. Very unclear. 
(a) Sarachane. 
[1]Saraghane archive neg, 10.3.26a. 


1702 
1. ..Г- Лей around central cross. 
(a) Stamp: 85 diameter. 

Date; 107-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. 2a, Ch. то по. 14. 
St Polyeukeos. Level 1677: t. Level 1345: 2. 
1. Мо, тодо. 2. Mo, 1210, 
Notes: One brick measures ? x ? х 30. 
[1] Hill, "Bricksramps', 217, Czz. [2] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9, Lr. 19a (1). 


мілко) [ - 1 
(a) 55 Sergius and Bacchus. 
[1] Meliopoulos, ‘Topothesta’, 231 section T" no. 2. 


1704 
Is [1] 
[.] 
IMEB 
¥ ~ 
[.] 
І..1.ху(біктизуас) B^ Bac. [ .] 


(a) Unknown. 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, ‘Inscriptions’, 87 по, 18, pl. 14 no. 4. 


1704 
1. 


лє 


Al 


к 
E 


1 


oe 
x 
iei L4 


г. 
їм(биктьомос) у &[ - 
(a) Stamp: approximately (тос) (= 63+ 32+ 2) x (40) (= 46  ? + ?), 


Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokapi. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 


1706 
1 ПІ 


ЗМІ 
(a) Stamp: left arm ўс mm. high at left-hand end. 
Unknown: 1. 
LİAM (CK) no. 95, fragment, ? x ? x 40, 
[1] Mango's notes. 
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17587 1711 
1, 1 ti “= 
N и 
A І 
BAYPE (Ов. 
C A 
c [.] 
Y [-] 
o [-] 


iv(Bieridwoc) 6 Papel)... .. 


(a) Long Walls of Constantinople. 
[1] Seure, ' Antiquités", 573, fig. тудо. 8, [2] Mamboury, 
"Nouvelle lecture", 123. 


1708 
n «ТГ 
+ vel 
Ср, 832.1, 834.1, 835.1. 


і (a) Date: 507-512. See Part Il, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeukros. Level rao (fallen vault, debris): 1. 
1. No, 172. 
[1] Saraghane archive. 


1799 


1. 


2 п i 


В 


I 
AI 
и 

L 


їм(блетіуас) 6 о().....1 


(a) Stamp: 66 (2 18 + 30+ r8) x (96) (2 78 + 24Р), 
Date: 50722, See Part IT, Ch. ә, вест. за. 


St Polyeuktos. Level 138 (fallen vault, debris): 1. Level б 5 є: 2. 


1. No. 93. 2. Na, 758. 

Notes: One brick measures ? x? хо. 

[1] Hill, “Brickstamps', 218, D13. [1] Saraçhane archive neg. 
Sad FT (аб 


1710 
e 


== = Г 


ri m | 
А * , 
i= = шшш TY 


[Jo ADE (7) 


(a) Stamp: (98) (= 70+ ? +?) x (59) (22 32.9 2). 
Date: тоу-22. бее Part I, Ch. 9, sect, за. 
St Polyeuktos. Level roor": т. 
1, No. 636A, ? x ? X 40. 
[т] Hill, "Brickstamps", 217, Әз. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
41.11. 


iv(Sueri@vec) if.) В. AL J 

(a) Stamp: (55) (=? + 28 + 20) x (125) (2 64 37 +?) 
Kalenderhane Camii. Unknown: 1. 
1. (210) x (rao) x 39, 
[1] Peschlow, "Brickstamps", Dy. 


1712 
. А 
АЙА 
9 
(а) Stamp: Mamboury estimated тро x гоо, 
Date: 502-33 or (17-26 0r 532-35. See Part IT, Ch. 9, seet, 24, 
Remains destroyed in 1924 near Cemal Nadir Sokajn. Piers of 
the water conduit, 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
1715 
1. а“ 
IN ALAN ANH 
= 


Probably either badly recorded or falsified to arrive at the name of 
an Emperor, Paluka and Wulzinger read iv8(ucmievoc) v 
"Avé(po)vitk(o)u. Possibly tvó(ueridvoc) о... 
(а) Stamp: 155 x ? 
Date: 502733 or 517-26 07 532-35. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. 24. 
Substructures south of Cemal Nadir Sokağı. 
[1] Paluka, ‘Ruinen’, 37, fig. 4. [2] Wulzinger, 
“Substruktionsbauten’, 381 no. 2. 


1714 
T. 


i 


INIABA 
Monogram no. 8. iv(éistidivoc) vc Ве) 
The fourth arm of the cross, which would have carried the name, 
has broken off, Cp. 186.1, 944.1. 
(a) Date: c.450-74? See Part 11, Ch, то no. б. 
Unknown. 
[т] Sorlin-Dorigny, "Inscriptions', 87 no. t7, pl. 14 по. 3. 
171; 
t. ІМАРНВА 
(уй(іктіфудбе)е 3 Bed ) 
(а) 55 Karpos and Papylos’, роцор hole in left-hand side of 


rotunda upon entering. 


[т] Bardill. 
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TABULA ANSATA 


1716 
n [-JOf-] 
[- ]INAel[ 
[ -Jo[ - ] ivB(ueruiwoc)s af" 
Name probably [Te}o[pyiou] or [A1Jo[urj6ou]. 
(a) Stamp: 7o (from І то I) х? 
Khegium (Küçük Çekmece). Acropolis: 1. 
Ti PM PM yy 
[1] Mamboury's nates, 


1717 


"oW 

[.JANCN 

Біз; г: 

Monogram по, 58 (Молқикінм) 

L-Javell.... 18 (1) 

(a) Stamp: tabula (117) x? ; roundel уо x 7o. 
Date: 582—652, See Part IT, Ch. s, sect. ta. 
Unknown: 1. 

1. (140) x (150) X 44, AM 87 (old no. 166). 
[1] Bardill negs. 94.5.21, 22. 


ROOF TILES 


1718 
r HM 
Түү (буктизгас] 
(а) Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1945-38. Site 
Вт, building north-west of church, debris: 1, 
1, (182) x 88 4 20, no. 3. 
[1] GP 1, рі. д по. 3. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 184.. [3] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
[2]. 


1719 
i: ТҮРІК. 
(а) Stamp: 79 x 19. 

Great Palace, excavations in the Peristyle area in 1956-58. Site 
Ві, building north-west of church (debris) 1. 
1.7? X27, 00.7 
[1] GP I, pl. 14 no. 7. [2] Russell Papers, Miscellaneous 
Remainder, box 38, neg. 186. [1] Talbot Rice archive neg. as 
Rh - 


1720 
І. TX 
(a) Stamp: 91 x bo, 
Kalenderhane Сати, Unknown: т. 
1.225 X 123 X 13 (thickness) x 4c (max. height of curvanire). 
[1] Peschlow, 'Brickstamps", Fr. 


1721 
т. AAGENA 
"Axe pou) 
(a) Stamp: 222 x 42. 
Unknown: t. 
1. IAM (CK) го, ? € 2 22-40. 
[2] Mamboury's notes. [7] Mango's nores. 


1722 
т. ОАМЗТЧА 
(a) Stamp: 157 x20. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. [AM (CK) no, #3. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


1723 
т. +В. ..] C4 
(a) Stamp: 118 хус. 
Fenari Isa Camis: 1, 
I.2X?À16-32. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 


17400 
т. ТИАӨНГ.) 
Іу(біктібуас) a^ €m[ . | 
(a) Stamp: (140) «33. 
Fethiye Camii: т. 
г. Fragmenrary corner of thin tile, зо mm. thick, slightly 
curved, 
[1] Mango's notes, 


1715 
г. +80M 
+ Әсі + 
(a) Stamp: g1 x 3o. 
Kalenderhane Camii, Roof, fill wall: 1. 
т. (195) x (162) x 22, slightly convex form, heavily striated on 
one side, 
[1] Peschlow, “Brickstamps’, A48, 


1726 
1. БҮКҮ 
(a) Stamp: (75) x 24. 
Rhegium (Küçük Cekmece). Substructures south of the 
ayasma: t. 
1. PX? x10. 
[1] Mamboury’s nates. 


1717 
n АЧАЛАЯ 
Кайли 


(a) Early cemetery near Galata Mevlevi Tekkesi: 1. 
1, 124 X ya. 
[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
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1728 
г. + EKAAAAEA 
+ Колага 
(a) Stamp: 120 х 30. 
Date: 414-18 or 429-34. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. rb, 
Palace of Antiochust 1. 
I. go x 300 X 10, curvature of 48. 


[1] Mamboury's notes (squeeze). 


1719 
і. КОСМАСІ 
Косийс [ 
(а) Stamp: ? x 3o; upright of kappa to right of sigma 122. 
Fenari [sa Camir 1. 
1, LAM box no. 368: 2 x ? x20, 
[т] Mango's notes (rubbing). [2] Mango and Hawkins, ‘Fenari 
| Isa Carmi’, fig. до по. 26. 


1730 
і. *KYcH .[ 


+ Kul Jc H. [(7) 


(a) Theodosian Hagia Sophia. Back wall of Schneider's 
propylaeum. 
[1] Schneider, Westhof, 6, fig, т. 


1731 
Lo£R[..2]3A2 


(a) 5tamp: (133) x26. 
Date: 507722. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. за, 
St Polyeuktos. Level 852: 1. 
1. No. 367, 17-22 mm. thick. 
[1] Hill, 'Brickstamps', 221, Ёз. [2] Saraghane archive neg. 
9.19.42. 


1732 
1, ТРУФІФМОС 


Тахңмоғас- 

(а) Stamp: 175 x t9. 
Unknown: 1, 
T. LAM (CK) по. 26. 
[1] Mango's notes. 


1733 
t ФЕЇ 


(а) Stamp: (39) «41. 
Date: теу-з2. See Part П, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
St Polyeukros. Level 781: т. Level уіл, 
1. No. 386. 2. No. 577. 
Notes: One Ше measures 17 rum, thick. 
[1] Hill, 'Brieksramps', 221, Fi. [1] Saraçhane archive neg. 
9.13.31 (2). 


1734 
г. [AAA 


Prg 


(a) Stamp: 166 xaz. 
Date: 414-18 or 429-33. Sec Part ЇЇ, Ch. ә, sect. 1b. 
Palace of Antiochus: т. 
t. Ridge Ше, 90 x 300 x 30, curvamure 48 mm. deep, stamp on 
hollow side. 
[1] Mamboury"s nates. 


173% 
1. JAE 


(a) Stamp: (87) x 42. 
Dare: 407-22. See Part II, Ch. 9, sect. за. 
$t Polyeukros. Level 106871, ' 
i. No, 1290, 21-25 mm. thick, 
[1] Hill, "Brickstamps', 221, Fy. [2] Saraçhane archive neg, 
911.20. 


FINGERMARKED BRICKS 





1756 LoorssrMILAR TO 5 LIGATURE 
1. Fingermarks made with 3 fingers 


(a) Great Palace. МАП "М? next to area Ab. South wall of area Ac: 1, 
L 360 x убо x ? Arrow made with а tool. Lines made with tool, 
parallel to sides of brick. 

[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(b) Palace of Antiochus: 1. 

; a X 375 X45. Lines made with rool, parallel то sides of 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(c) Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1.385 x 365 x $5. Also bears stamp 975.12. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
(d) In the area of the excavations undertaken in 1946-47 and 
1958-60 between Hagia Eirene and Hagia Sophia. 
[1] Dirimtekin, ‘Fouilles’, 182 no. у. 
(е) Unknown: 1. 
o хуро X45, lines incised 55-42 mm from edge of brick, 
8. 


[1] Bardill negs. 94.4.1, 3. 


1737 Cross ок CHI 
1. Fingermarks made with two fingers 


(a) Great Palace, Wall "М" next to area Ab. South wall of area Ac: т, 
т. Joo X 500 x? 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Unknown: 1. 
1. 14 X 295 3 18-45, AM туз. 
[1] Вага negs. 24.7.31, 32, 
іе) Unknown: т. 
т. 307 X усу X 37-43, Stamped twice with an uncaralogued 
stamp, AM 425. 
[1] Bardili negs. 35.125.312, зга, 
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2. Fingermarks made with three fingers 


(a) Great Palace. Area Ab: т. 
1,196 x 376 € $$. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Kauiserpaláste, 36 (mentioned). 

(b) Little cistern near the Theotokos in the Chalkoprateia, 
destroyed in June 1916: 1. 
1. 300 X joo x? 


[1] Mamboury's notes. 
з. Fingermarks made with four fingers 


(a) Unknown: 1. 
1,327 X 322 X 47-57, AM 256. 
[1] Bardill neg. 94.13.25. 
(b) Hippodrome. Pier б: 1. 
1, 160 Xx 260 жо. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


1738 STRAIGHT LINE 
т. Fingermarks made with three fingers 
(a) Rotunda beside the Myrelaion church: 1. 


I. }IO X 310 X 45. 
[т] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Great Palace. Area Ab. 
1.300 X 300 X45. 2. joo x28ox со. 
[т] Mamboury's nores. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Капеураійне, 36 (mentioned). 


2. Fingermarks made with four fingers 
(a) Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1. 380 x 386 x со. 


[т] Mamboury’s notes. 


1739 Wavy LINE 
1. Fingermarks made with two fingers 
(a) Hippodrome: 1. 
I. 350 X 300 x 50. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1742 SEMICIRCLE OR SIGMA 


1, Fingermarks made with three fingers 


(а) Myrelaion rotunda: 1. 
Rotunda beside the Myrelaion church: 1. 
1.310 X 300 X 40-4 5. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(Б) Palace of Antiochus: 1. 
1. 380 x 375 хат. Mark made with a tool, parallel to the sides ої 
the brick. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
(c) Palace of Antiochus: т. 
1.315 X 305 идо. 
[1] Mamboury's notes, 


1741 HORSESHOE 
т. Fingermarks made with three fingers 
(a) Date: 4th century. See Part Й, Ch: 10 по. 2. 
Hippodrome. Pier 6. Drain below staircase of pier 4. 


Nors: Average size 370 x 310 х 55. 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 


1,, Fingermarks made with four fingers 
(a) Date: 4th century. See Part II, Ch. 12 no. 2. 
Hippodrome. Pier 6. Drain below staircase of pier 4: 
(numerous). 
Notes: Average size 370 X у го х бо, Some bricks also carried 
stamp 1402.14. 


[1] Mamboury"s notes. 
1742 THETA AND PHI 


1, Fingermarks made with one finger 
(а) Unknown: 1. 
1.335 *325 X32, AM 114. 
[т] Maletskos, "Plinthos', 273, pl. 54:4. [2] Bardill neg. 94.9.3. 
1743 PHI зі 


1, Fingermarks made with two fingers 


(а) Great Palace. Wall "М next to area АБ. South wall of area Ac: 1. 


1, 300 X 300 x? 
[т] Mamboury's nates. 
2. Fingermarks made with three fingers 


(a) Grese Palace, Area Ab: т. 
1.250290 X д, 
[1] Mamboury's notes. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Kaiserpalaste, 36 (mentioned). 


1744 Pst 
т. Fingermarks made with two fingers 
(a) Grear Palace. Wall "МІ" next to area Ab, South wall of area Ас. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes, 
2. Fingermarks made with three fingers 
(a) Great Palace. Area А. 
1290265 x3 
(1] Матош” notes. [2] Mamboury and Wiegand, 
Kaiserpalaste, 36 (mentioned). 
174; Oannt 
1. Fingermarks made with two fingers 


(a) Great Palace. Wall "М" next to area Ab, south wall of area Ac r. 


т. 360 x 160 x? 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 
(b) Takludede Mescidi: 1. j 
1, 385 x 360 X45, border 40-45 mm. wide around brick, IAM 
29. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 
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FINGERMARKED TILES 


1746 Loors 
1. Fingermarks made with two fingers 


(a) Early cemetery near Galata Mevlevi Tekkesi: 1. 
1. 632 x 380 куо. 
[1] Mamboury's nates. 


з. Fingermarks made with three fingers 


(a) Early cemetery near Galara Mevlevi Tekkesi: т. 
1. (бос) x 380 х2, Borders down longer edges of tile. 
[1] Mambaury's notes. 

(b) Early cemetery near Galata Mevlevi Tekkesi: т, 
1. 756 X 440. 
[:] Mamboury's notes. 

(c) Early cemetery near Galata Mevlevi Tekkest: т. 
1. ? X300. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(d) Early cemetery near Galata Mevlevi Tekkesi: т. 
т. 652 x 380/360 x 26-40 (curvature 42). 
[1] Mamboury's notes. 

(c) Early cemetery near Galata Mevlevi Tekkesi. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 

(f) Unknown: 1. 


1.335 х 214, fingermarked and then stamped with uncaralogued 


die measuring croz x 28, AM доз. 
[1] Bardill negs. 95.9.24, 25, 26. 
1747 CHI 
n Fingermarks made with three fingers 


(a) Early cemetery near Galata Mevlevi Tekkesi: 1. 
1.2 X336 X 25. 
[1] Mamboury’s notes. 


TOOL-MADE IMPRESSIONS 


1748 FPouR-ARMED CROSS 


І. 
(а) Stamp: two intersecting impressions &6 and 89 mm. long x 16 
mm. wide. 
Unknown: 1. 
1. (255) x (2332) x 45, AM 405. 
[1] Bardill neg. 95.9.29. 
1749 SIX-ARMED STAR 
E i 
(a) Stamp: three intersecting impressions each measuring 115 x9 
mm. 
Unknown: 1. 


1, 338 x335 x 41, AM 106, 
[1] Ваган neg. 94.8.27. 





Abbakias, archistrategos 9 
Abtmdantius named оп Roman brieksmmps 15 
Acacian schism 115 
Acimusluk Sokapi 73 0.45 
acropolis (Saray Burnu) 28, 161 
Addas, maghter 77 
Aelian, práetorian prefect таз 
agraria реаєтіяйо (copper tax) 13 
Aeschines, statue base of. 57-8 
Aetherius 13 
Aetius, Flavius бо 
Afrika Ham ууп. 4* 
Ahmet I, tomb of 67,7 
AlayKàgkü Caddesi 73 
Alemdar Caddesi б 
Alexandria, grain supply from 35 
Alexius ПІ 143 
Alexius, son-in-law of Theophilus 59 
Amantius, parelobromenos 43 
Amastrianon 1 
Amorium зп. 1, rot 
Ampelius, senator 13—14 
Anadolu Кауар 3 
Anastasia, mother-in-law of Justin IT 39 
Anastasian walls, see Long Walls of Thrace 
Anastasius Ї 42, 34, 96, 62, 68, 112, 115, 127, 16 
Anastasius IT. 4r 
Andreossy, Count А. В, vili 
Andronicus Й 45,73 
Andronicus Ш 45, 73 
Anemas, rewer af 42 
Anemodoulion 3e, (29,2 
Anicia Juliana. 33,34, 40, 62, 114, 115, 125, 126 
Anicia Juliana, wife of Quintus Anicius 
Hermogentanus Olybrius 15 
Ankara, baths 28 n. 16 
annus mundi dating system. 46-7 
Anthemius of Tralles 46 
Anthemius, ргамопап prefect 31, 45, $9, 122 
Antigone, ree Burgaz 
Antioch 125, 135 
Antiochus, praepositus, see palace of Ántinchus 
aguedurts 30,74, 18,77 
of Hadrian 35,3% 
of Valens yo, 38, 40, 156, 141,2 
Атап, В. 102, 105 
Arcadia, dorus of. 3: 
Arcadius 11, 38, 36, 31, 32, 35.5%) тоу, 122, 
130 
brickstamps of та 
Areobindus ба, 115, 116, 16 
Aristarches, 5, 32,164 
arms Їагїгмлек 15,12, Li 
army ro 
arsenal 38, 39 
Aropaleia 129 
Agir Efendi Caddesi 72,8 
Aspan, Flavius Ardabur, magiter milini. бі 


INDEX 


Numbers in bold type refer to Figures 


Atabay, В. 162, 162 
Athalaric, named on Roman bricksramps: 15 
Athens 
Agora губ 
Inspectorate of Antiquities 144 
Atk Ali Paga Сати 77, 78 
Atticus, parriarch 55 
Amila 123 
Augustuion зо, 32, 54, 34, 36, ба, 2 
Augurtales 16 
антатіа praestatio (gold tax) 12 
Aurelian, consul. 1254 n. 43 
Aurelian, practorian prefect 122 
Austrian Academy of Sciences 134 
Avars фо 


Ayasofya Museum 46, бо, 132-3, t4, 160-1, 162 


е) ix, 8, 9-10, 2173, 45, 99, 109, 101,119, 153 
Bib-1 Hiimiyiin 75,1c 
Bakarhani 73 n. 41 
Balarküy viii, з, 8, 1 
see alo Hebdomon 
Bakraç Sokağı fo 
Balaban Aga Mescidi ix, ух, 70-2, 82, 99, 99, 110-11, 
119, 153,157, 159,2 
Baras 33 
Barbaro, №. 5 
Barber institute of Fine Arts бо п. 174, 163 
Barsauma 125 
Basil I 5,41,45, 75 
Basilica 52, 46, 78 
see also cistern of the Basilica 
bath 
Arcadianae зо, уў, 36, 15 
іп Blachernai 34 
оп Cemal Nadir Sokağı 73 
of Constantius (Theodosius) 31, 46 
Гар Вей 12, 35, 36,40 
of Eudokia зт 
near Forum Tauri 38 
of Honorius 3r 
near Kalenderhane Cami 150, 141 
of Zeuxippos 26, 45, 36,38,40, 67-9, 74, 90, 11 t, 
1151.25, 116-17, 118, 111, 143, 152,2, 5, 7 
Велкадлом (batch of 1,062 tricks) 11,23 
Baxter, |. Н. 134, 139, 153 
Beirut 3,142, 1 
Belisarius 34 
Belting, Н. уо, 107, 108, 127 
Berger, А. 129, 131 n. 128 
Beronicianus on Roman brickstamps 16 
Beievliev, V. 164 
Bethlehem, church of the nativity 38 n. 189 
Betsch, W. E. 54,73 
Beyazit 130 
see abu Forum of Theodosius 1; Theotokos of the 
Diskonissa 
Beykoz 6,1 


Beylerbeyi vi, 3, 9, 42; 1 
see alsa palace, Sophianae 
Віхує, tee Vize 
Blachernai 33,38, 49, 121, 123 п. 24, 160, > 
Blandal,S. 164 
Bodrum Camii (Myrelaton) 42,71, 202, 134, 163, 2 
Bolognesi, Б. t36 n. 168, 147 
Bonitus named оп Roman bricksramps 15 
Book af Ceremonies 62, 134 
Bosphorus 1 
Bozdoğan Kemeri Caddesi 131 5. 128 
Brem, G. 1592 n. 16 
brick 
added to mortar ұз 
boot-prints and anial-prints on 6 
density of 4,13 
donation of 5, r8, 32 
drying of 6 
fingermarkson 6, 7, 27-8, 118, 148 
firing of 5,6 
floating 4n. 14 
inscribed. 4 n. r5 
importation of 4 
levy of by stare 13, 14, 15, 19,25 
mineralogical srudy of 153 
moulds and moulding of ў, бл. 43 
preferred over stone 22 
production sites of 4-1 
reuse of ap m 9, 37, 40, 41—2, 49-99, 87, тоз, тот, 
116, 117, 124, 126, 129, 133, 1445 146,147, (49, 
151 
Roman 
manufacture of. бо. 67, 13-16 
proportion stamped 14 
shipping of 4-5 
storage of, see portiet Licini 
saleof 12, 13, (4, 19, 20, 53 
shipping of 3,4-5 
sizes af. 5, 48, 102-6, 118, 119, 126, 128, 129-38, 
133, 154, 136, 138, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145—6, 148, 
Cfo, 1451, 153, 167-8 
stamping of, see brickstamping 
stockpiling of 19, 26, 49-50; гор, 169, 111, 112, t15, 
133, 147; тее alsa brick, reuse of 
storage and supply of 23-5 
storage of 13, 14, 15, 26 
surface treatmentot соб 
tool-made marks б, 165 
unstamped 6,24 
bnickmakers 21,40 
brickimnaking 
on Church land rë 
contracts for 17, 19; see als ми сөзнінеіте 
fuelfor 4 
onimperial land. 15, 18 
seé also kilns 
brickstamping 6, 19, 24 
beginningof 28,42 


доб 


dies for 6-7, 21, 133; see abo brickstamps 

end of 39, 42, 142 

purpose of, see brickstamps, function and interpre- 
тайап 


terms used to describe process 22 


brickstamps 
abbreviation Ра jon, vee Ва() 
abb пзідо об 99,106, 191,256 
accessory letters on 19, 20-1, 25, 100, 16у 
binominal, see bricketamps, names 
сашіорогої 165-8 
chronology of 46-52, Ba-1oz, 152, 167 
dating systems on, see arma mardi стопі 
distribution mastructure зо, 24-6, 1112-13 
earliest cruciform examples ol. 119 
earliest examples of. 27, 118 
earliest шопортали оп 119 
editorial conventions fnr publishing 166 
formulae on 18-15, 21, 150, 1:8, 119, 120 
function and interpretation of %-те, ТЕ, 19-20 
geographical distribution af finds of 3 
indictions on, see Себастиан; indictian daring syp- 


теп 
шен examples of тоз, 121 
liggarures оп тос 
monogramon ie monograms; Christograms 
mortar impressions of 7,26, 61 
mould-made & n. 43, 28 
multiple impressions ої 6 
nameson ix, 8-16, 16-19, 22, f2-102, 164 
binominal 5, 18, 19, 21 
clergy #, 16 
donors 9 
emperors їх, $, 15. 15, 22, 45, 101—2 
females 16 
official то 
surnames ré 
Vica 16, 95, 100 
Palaiologan 8 
records of. 153, 166 
Roman n. т, r4-16, 17, 25, 32,121 
binominal 2: 
dateson 101.17 
papal тёп. 168, 16 n. 115, 121 
representing à contract ту 
Romano-Britsh 29 
зегі, see style of script 
shape of зт, 99, тос, ror, 102, 164 
size of бу 
style of 19-22, 11, 99-102, 142, 167 
style of script 6,73, 100,119 
Turkish rao 
types ої 165-4 
variants of гуу, 106-8 
visibility of 7 
Brodnbb, С. 20-1 
Bronze Tetrapylon, see Anemodoubon 
Bryas 39; ree alto Kücükyali 
! 1l li b І 


acquisition for private projects 12 
acquisition for state projects ro-12 
capitals 35, 74,75, 129, 142, 136 
reuse af 31,40 
monograms on 4%-9,4 
lead 42, ўз 
lime 


burning limestone for 4 n. 17, та 
supply far Rome 12 

limestone 12, 52-3 
reuse af. 41,147 
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marble 13 
porphyry 37,400. 239, 47 
Froconnesian 4o 
reuse ої 41 
Thessalian (verd antique) 37, 41, 132 
mortar 5, 12, уу, тозу е alo brickstamps, mortar 
impresrions 
requistions of 12 
sand 11 
tramiportation of 12, 11,124 
see alio brick; construction techniques 
Buondelmonn, © 129 
see also Liber Ininlarum 
Burgur. 3,43, 136,1 
Büyük Rept Paga Caddesi 131, 17 
BGydleada, see Prinkipo 
Büyükdere fel 
Byzantine Instinute уо 
Byzantium 27 


CaddeSostam 1,1 

Caesarius, Flavius 3: 

A igi зу x papa rt 
caerpiter т 

Caleriyt Soka, valli #4, 66, 116, 6 


Cameron, Al. $5, 212, 114 
Camerun, Ау. 146 


Cam lime [rom 12 
me fos 


canon (rent) 17 

сярін (heading) и 

гариг, сарпаіо. 10, 11, 12 

Cassiodorus. 13, 14 

Cassius on Roman brickstamps 16, 121 

Casson, 5. 67 

Catologus Sepulchrorum 71 

Cemal Nadir Sokajn ix, 21,44, 62, 72-Х, 99, 165, 117, 

115, 120, 151, 2, 8, g 

Chalcedon 47, 71 
monastery of Theotokas 19 
see also Кафку 


Chalkoprateia ту, 72 
charcoal burning 12 n. 63 
Chritograms тё, 18,28 n. 16, тоб, 126 

see also monograms 
Christ Pantepoptes 61 
Christ Pantocrator, see Zeyrek Camii 
Christodorus of Coptus 68, 115 n. 29 
Christotakos 152 
Chronicon Paschale: 28, 54, ү}, бо, бт, 64, Тор, 129 
Chrysaphius 31,127 
Chryseros 188, rog 
Chrysotriklinos, se Great Palace 
Çiflik 4 
Сте Saray, 1289 n. 94 

see also cistern of Divim АН Sokaga 
Çinili Корд, see Istanbul Archaeological Museum 
cisterns) 

of Actus. 31, 44, tor m, 9, 110,2 

of Aspar 30, уз, 35, 61—2, 90, 109, тта, 128, 150, 

152,1 

of Атай Bulvarı 38 n. 193 

of the Basilica ii, 35, 36, 40 n. 239, 1, 6 

uf baths of Zeuxippos 87,6 є 

in Beyazn (Foram Tauri) 17 

in Beyani, between Churches А and С 132 

іп Beyaxit, north of Church B. 132, туз 

of Binbirdirek viH, 33 n. 93, 79, 109, 129, 1 


of Divim Ali Ѕокаф 118-32, 2 

of Fildam 49, тоб п. 37, 146 

in Gülhane ул, уу-у, 90, 161 n. 9, 110, 115, 2, re 
ol Jesus 73 n. 41 

of Mocis 32, 35, 47, TEn 

of Modestus 77 

of Nakilbend Sokaj 18 

of Peristyle of Great Palace 122 n. тё, грбеб, дл, 


T 
of Philoxenga 31, 35, 229,1 
of Phocas. 39 
of Syraselviler Caddesi ix, Вон, tor n. 9, 110, £24, 
157, 159,2, 14 
near Yerebatan багаті 3% 
city councils те 
city preleces 19 
elaritiimus(rank) 17 
clay 3-4,1 
deposits listed inechedules 12 
clergy 


on brickstamps 8, 16 
incommerze 1H 
renting land 1$ 
Codex Theodoranus 122 
coloni $t 
colonnaded streets. 30, 32, 55, 111 
see alto Mese 
column (monumental) 
of Arcadius 30, 35. 55 Мае". 
of Goths 38,2 
of Justin IT 38 
of Justinian! 35, у 
of Phocas. 39, 128 
of Theodosius] 3E, зс 
сотитоя мастапит largitionum: 19, 13 
commutation ix 
candsctór (contractor) for making bricks 12, 14, 17, 
18,19 
Constans 118 
Constantine I the Grear 8, 27, 45, 54, 68, 65, 77, 101, 
118, 115, 128, 129, 148 
mausüleum of 9, 37, 54, 7t 
wall of 32, бо, 77, 222, 123 п. 31,1 
Constantine П a7, 118 
Constantine IV. 142 
Constanooc У зв оп. 220,40, їс 
Сопмалийе VI 39 n. 226 
Constantine VI] Porphyrogenitus 114 
Constantine, practorian prefect 123, 124, 125 
Consrannne, wurper in Wes, үй 
Constantinople 
building history 28-42 
foundation and inavguranon af га, 118 
population 40, 42 
siepein баб 1230.37 
street system 77ү 
Constantius Й 8, 27, 49, 74, 56, 72, 101, 157, £18 
construction techniques 12-3, 153 
Balaban Aga Mescidi 70,71 
baths of Zeuxippos 68-9,74 
Cemal NadirSokapi 73,74 
centring 36-7 
cisterns in Gülhane 75 
cramps 52, 53,61, 150, 141, 144 
lace tajr tajd 141, 148 
Hagia Sophia 16-7, 52, үз. 15,74 
Kalenderhane Camii ро, 151 
Land Walls 42, 96 
palace of Antiochus. 52 
St John of Stoudios 52, 41 


ee "тык кк иттен сы: 


Sr Polyeuksos £2, 53,58, 74, 143 

65 Sergius and Bacchus 42-3, 68 
copper tax, sec aserarit praestatio 
Corbett, 5. ras n. 16 
Corinth-Lechaion. 127 n. 74 
Coryaeum, Phrygia 31,12) 
Courtauld insinte бо n. 174 
Crispus, Caesar iti 
Croke, В. 125 
cron 

in insenption 99, teo, far 
` within leaf or heart 108-46 

without inscription tri 
currency, debasementol зо 
Cur, C. Cr. 22, 154 
Cyclades 4: 

preiect 11 


Cynegius, praetorian 
Cyril of Alexandria 168, 109 
Cyrus of Panopolis пу зл. 98, 113 п. 121, 135, 125, 151 
Cyzicus 41 


Dagron, (з. 34 
Dararrys (Samandira) 39,47 
Dareius, patricius 77 
Daskalakis Mathews, А.-С. 73 
De Cerimoriis, кес Book of Ceremonies 
decuriomr 15 
alefestiar ai tenant. 17 
Degirmznaln 3,42 
Demangel, В. 126 
Demirei 5 
dépowtatos тб 
Despotius, senator 13-14 
Бе іт, Р. А. viii, 8, 9, 22, 44, 66, 161 
Deuteran. 38 
Deutsches Archiologisches Institut 
Berlin 164 
Istanbul x, 73, $5, 131, 157-5, 164 
diakonos 16 
Diegeiit 4, 4t 
dies, see brickstampung: 
Dipen 16, 17 
Diocletian 
palace ar Split 39 
reformsof to 
Dirimtekin, F. топ, 34, 112, 1бе 
Divan Yolu 77, 78 
see alm Mese 
divine wisdom. 55 
«тіпті, domina 17, г), 32, 21,33, 35,42, 110 
Domninus, patricius 77 
porticaes of зс 
iom divina 17, 18 
donors on brickstames g 
Downey, С. 57 
drains of the Мезе ік, 77-8, 82, 90, 11a, 122, 1.79 
Dumbarton Oaks. 56,64, 140, тёз 
Dure уп 1,6n.43 
Duyuran, В. 56,59, 109 


earthquake 
of 26 January 447 122-3, 128 
of ay September 478. 124 
of узба Anüoch 139 
өйү 124 
of £57 34 n. 125, 64, 124, 128 
oftg October үй тус 
Ebervolt, ]. 7: 
Ecclesius, bishop of Ravenna 116 n. 37 
Emerson, W. 4a, тот 


INDEX 
Emesa бо 
empria ven ditio, see brickmaking contracts 
Ephesus. 41 


church of 5t John. 22, 127 n. 34 
church of Theotokos tog 
council of той, 159 
Epiphanius, archdeacon 103 
eques, status an Roman brickstamps. 17 
Erenkoy 3,1 
extates 
of Church 17, r3 
designated to supply bricks. тт 
od emperor, see divma 
Eubulus, parner 77 
Euchaia 12у 
Endokia 41-2, у}, 40, 18, 124 
Еййакта, statue of. зс 
Eudoxius, parriarch 44 
Eusebia 31 
Eusebius 44 
Eustathius of Epiphanis үй 
Eurychivs, monasteryol бт 
Exokionion 9,77 


Jabreae та 
Fatih Camii 9 
Felix, praepos: тойп.7 
Fenari lsa Саші x, 41-2, z $7, 161 
Fenerbahce 5,1 
feraria praestatio (iron tax) 12 
Festus, Lucius Lanius #2 
Fethiye Camii 22, 42, 61 
figlinae (clay-pits) 13-14, 19, 17, 14, 28 
concession of imperial 14, 15 
Daomrtianae 14 
Fanrhnne 14 
Marciand& 14 
Firatli, т, 61, 131, 133 
fire yo 
of 404 32, ра 55 
of gos 78 
of 448 зт 
of 464 31 
of 475 32,78 
ol 45$ 78 
оўой 78 
of yry 78 
оба 78 
е alio Nika riom 
Firuz Aga Салш 77, 7d 
Forehheimer, Р. ат, 61,74, 75, En, 110 
forests { 
formule coti (schedule) то 
Formnanis, Caius Nunnidius Ва 
Forty Martyrs church. 31, 48, зв. 129 
Forum 
of Arcadius yo, 31, 55,2 
of the bull (Bovis) 2 
of Constantine ус, 415,77, 75, 120,2 
of Leol 32 
of Mercian 32,2 


of Theodosius | (Forum Tauri) ix, 28, yo, 31, 39, 71, 


129, 132,134; 77 0. 79,2, 47 
Fon, С. 46 

Fossan 66 

Fuat Paga Caddesi 78, 11 


Gala, porters" quarter у 
Galbius 31-4 
Galenus 71 
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Сахікфу 5,1 
Gedeon, M. L. 9, 164 
Gedikpaşa Caddesi underpass 77 п. 79, 78 


gold tax, гесантағы рикенайо 
Golden Gate 
of Constantine 2 
of Theodosius] зо, 32, 34 п. 123, 60, 133 п. 14, 134, 
117 n. Из, 
Golden Hom, badge over 36 
їз 
Goths 130 
Gotrwald, |. 4i 
Grabar, А. 44 
Grado, У Euphemia 4o 
grain 
storage of 32, 40; є also Tenedos 
supply al. 19, 3), 16, 46 
Grau її 
Gray, В. à 
Great Church, sre Hagia Sophia 
Great Palace 32, 34, 42, 168, 127,3 
Apsed Hall 24, 34, 41, тої п. 16, 13476, 143-5, 
14577,2, 18, 19 
агез Ал 27, 147-8, 6, 20 
area ЛЬ 27, 41, 147-59, тёт, 6,30 
area Ас 47, 147-45, 6, 20 
area Dh 143.25; 
area Fb 147, 18 
Chalke 33,34,47,2 


Chrysotriklinos 38, 59,147, 2 


cisterns and 34: see also cistern 
Covered Hippodrome 38 
Daphne 38, 39 


excavations іп 162-1, 141 0,6 
lartifications al 39, 147 
fountain of Justinian Й 147 
Justinianos 19 
Magnaura 49 
Paved Way 135,138, 141, 142, £43, 145, 19 
pavilions ol Theophilus 10 
peridromoi 33 
Pertstyle ix, 24, 34, 41, 102 п, 16, 13474 4 144, 
145-7, 2, 18, 19 
portico of scholarii, protectores, and candidati 64 
Site Br 144 5. ус 
Triklinos nf 19 couches 34 
Grégoire, Н, 45-6 
Gregory of Tours. 34, 62, rra 
Gülhane hexagon ix, 126—8, 2,10 
Gurlitt, С тс 


Hadnan yo 
Hagia Eirene vin, 9, 32, 36, 19, 41, 4, 54, 202, 127 П. 
74 146, 155,2, та 
brick collection 161 
rapitalsat 74 
excavations south of ix, 46, 47, 157, 060, 1б! 
monograms on capitals 48-9,4 
Hagia Sophia (Great Church) 5, габ, гуй, 143, 157, 
18r, 163, 154, 2, й 
atrium demolition in 1873. viii, 44 
brick kilns owned by 4 
brcksin 4,250.9 
capitals at 332 
columns In 41 
of Constantius 27,45, 55, 56, 107 
construcrinn techniques їп үз, 64, 26,74 
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Hagia Sophia (Great Church) (сюн. ) 
of Justinian 4, 35, 38-7; 18, 4a, 36, 64-7, B2, фо, 
То, той, rit, 116, 117, 120, тат, 142, 145, 151, 
142, 135 
meaning of name, ree divine wisdom 
monograms an capitals 48—9, £37, 4 
museum аг, ree Аүззоіуа Museum 
patriarchal palace 38, ба 
Skeuaphylakion сб п. 49 
of Theodosius П ік, 22, 27, 23, 30, 32, 33. а, табу 
B4, 90, 101, 102 D. 16, 2567, 202, 115, 120, 152 
Hakki Tank Us Sokaji 73 
Hallensleben, Н. 164 
Hanm Eli Sokak 71 
harhour 
al Boukoleon 147 
of Julian (Sophia) 4, 32, 38, 77,2 
of Meorion 4.45.2 
of Prosphorion 4, 2 
of Theodosius! 4, 40, 2 
Harikzadeler Бока ус 
Harrison, Е. 162 
Harrison, В. М. 45, 62, 63, 111, 112, 116, 126, 162 
Hasköy 5,39 
Hawkins, E. J. W. x, 161 
Haydarpaga 3,1 
Hayes, J. W. 139 
Hebdomon 34, 60, 71 
see alio Bakirköy 
Hecuba, statue base of 67-8 
hégonmenos 16 
Helen, T. 24 
Hellenkemper Salies 136-7, 132, 141, 146 
Hendy, M. бі 
Heraclianus 55 
Heracliis 39,44, 119, 121, 124, 146 
monograms ої 47,3 
Herculius, praetorian prefect of Illyricum 11 
Hero of Alexandria, Geometries 11 
Него of Byzanuum, Сесдела бї 
Hiereia 34,38 
see also Fenerbahçe 
Hill, S.J. 16, 20, 63, 111 
Hippodrame ix, 27, 30, 32, 55, 19, у, 75, тол, то}, 
118, сто, 128, 154, 148, 5, p, 18 
Носа Ezam Küprü Sokapi 71, 8 
Holum, К. $9, тоў 
Holy Apostles 9, 37,38, £4, 71.2 
Iuünorati 16 
Honoratus ton, 45 
Honorius 11,130 
Hormisdas, estate of 18 
see alia palace of Hormisdas 
horolegion 46, 58 
Ноттға Alexandrina ұз 
Horrenm Thesdoianum 35 
Hogkày 5,1 
hospice 36, 38, 45,45, 2 
"Hoaseaf Justinian’, ree без Walls 
Hübsch 66 
Huns 132 5.6, 125 


Ignatius, patriarch 9 

Шато (levy) 1) 

Шаш cerfonii (charcoal тах) 11, 15 
Illas, consul 42 

Imperial Palaces see Great Palace 
Imrahor Camis, sée St Joho of Stoudios 
Incili Kogkü 127 

Incirküy, сізурия p 


INDEX 


Түбіт Аны 
аһзгенапоп ог 98,109 
absence of abbreviation for 119 
absence of numeral after 120 

indictio (requistion) то, 77, 19 

indiction dating system ix, 15, 0-1, Table т 
inclunan an тастар 2, 16, 19, 20, 98-1501, 165 
omission on brickstamps 18, 19, 1621, 117 
reversal af two-letter numbers. 99 
significance of frequency distgbution 26 

lohannes on Roman brickitamps 16 

Tovinus pë 

iron tax, sce /етатіа praesatio 

Ishak Pays 164 

Isidore of Milerus зб 

Isidore the Younger 37, 64 

Ізніогив city prefect уг 

lsmetive Caddesi 74-9, 92, гоо, 117, 2, t1 

Isranbul 1 

Istanbul Archaeological Museum уо, 72, 81, 152, 147, 

rez, 354. 
muounruns 50 

трн, тирано 10,11,12 

lustus, named on Roman brickstampe 1{,1# 

Iviron monastery 4 n. 18 

Iznik, Koimesis church. 146 


jui, R gy 
Jerusalem, Ananasi 47, 71, 125 
Jobs, W. 146 
John, cures sacrarum largitionum 404-35. 17 
Justin Ї ба, 77, 112, 116, що 
buildings of 33-4 
Justin T and Justinian, church ol. 34, 114 
Justin 17,46, y 3, 106, 124, 138, 144, таб, тү! 
JustinianI $, 18, 28, 36, 37, ёт, 116, 124, 130, 142, 144, 


i4 
brickstumps raming аб 
buildings of 33-7, 45 
calumnaf 35, ўз 
mausoleum of 47 


monograms of 46, 43-9, 4 
Justinian Й 35,41, 147 


Kadiköy 3 
Kainopolis ус, 2 
Kalenderhane Сати к, 32,4, 42, 3, 165, 148, 17041, 
i 
Kalojan бо 
Karakilie i 
Kariye Camii 42, 157, 166 
Клип Paga. ү 
Kazhdan, А. 41 
KE abbreviation 168-5 
Беізсу Museum of Arckaeology 154 
Kelsey, F. W. 164 
Keramikos, Кегатпатемих y 
Kilise Camii, see Vela Kilise Camii 
kilas 21m. 164 
lacauon of 4-5 
owned by church 6,9 
Kleiss, W. 770. 79, о 
bamer 16 
абапі 17 
hanbiboularsos 16 
Kourator, вве Theotokos of the Kourator 
Kozyataği | 
Krautheimer, В. 16, $4, 56, 107, 120, 131 
Kritovoulos 4 
Krum 41 


Kuctikyali j 9, 41, 1 
КіцағЙайЙа ттс 
Кулешов j 

Kyriakos, patriarch 114 


labour for public work: та 
ПатараЕн, (3. 164 
Land Walls 89, 26, 28, 30-1, 34 n. 122, 57-8, 39, 41, 
45, V2, 5 y, 16, Er, 105, to, 120, 122-4, 228, 
157-8, 160,3 
Ayvansaray Gate Ві 
Belgrat Kam (Xylokerkos) 123 
Blachernai Gare Sr 
construction techniquesin qz, {6 
Golden Gare, me Golden Gare 
Heraclian walls 124 
Кегко Рога iln 16 
Orülü Карі 122, £24 
Pieron 1ші 
Yer Mevievilane Kapi [Polyandrion Gate) 121, 
124 
Laurens named on Roman briekstamps 1} 
Laurent, V. 16; 
Lausus, praepositus. tof 
see alto palace ої Lausus 
Lavra monanery 4 n. rE 
lead seals 22, 47 
lenses, emphyteutie 17 = 
Lemnos |7,71 
Leol 33,71, 115, 124,051 
Len Ill jon. 220 
Leo ТУ 49 0.220 
Lea V 49n. 220 
Leo Grammaticus. ба 
Levak А. 164 
Liber Insularum. 127 
| 


Küçük Çekmece (Rhegion) p Й, 1 
| 


Liberius, practorian prefect ту 
Licinia Eudexia ray 
Licisius, depot of, see portus Licini 
Life of Daniel the Siylite 114 5. 3j 
Liggett, R- 5. 122, 105 
lime, see building materials 
limestone, see building materials 
locatio conductio 12,25 

see alio brickmaking contracts 
locetor 11, 17, 18, 15 
Long]. f} 
Long Walls of Thrace 1, 3, ух, 124 | 
Leuloudies $n. t, б n. 41 
Lucifer, 5tatras Marcius. 83 


Macedonian dynasty 201.139 
monogram ої 9 
Macedonis jt 
Maendy, T. 71 
Magnus Maximus yo 
Mainstone, А. та 
Malalas 47, $3, 59, 107, 124 
Malchus 124.3; 
Maletskas, A. М. бо 
Mamboury, E, vihi 9, 16, 22, 27,4 f, У ба, 67,76, 
737577, 78, 79, Bo, B1, Ва, 101, 105, 108, 11%, 
120, £26, 128, 129, 1 о, 131, 133, 137,146, 155, 
pho, бі, 167 
потеє ої 167,149 
Mango, С. іх, 9, то, 12, 15, 16, 41, бо, 75, 77, то 111, 
TEA, (29, 135, 137, 145, T47, 166, 201, 162, 26) 
шше al 157 


Manuell 544 


кент ықылас кк ықты — nig 


Manuel, monastery of 6r 
marble, see building materials 
Marcellas 122, 123 
Marcian 33,115, 220 
Marcian, clergyman 12-3 
Marcus Ulpius Anicetarus 82 
Marina, domaral 31 
Maritime Gate, see Sea Walls 
Marmara Ereglis 3, ірі 
Martindale, J. 15 
Martiny, С. го, 139, 140 
Marryriós, archimandrite 45 
maons marks 129 
Mathews, Т.В. 46, 75, 127, 137 
Maurice 9, 18, 17, 38,42, 47—8, ба, 105, 115, 120-1, 
130, 231, 133, 138, 142, 144, 146, 147, 131, j 
Maurus, patrium 77 
mausolenm 
of Constantine T 5, 17, $4, 7T 
of Justinian! 57 
see alio Rome 
Maximiam тоб 
Mehma ПІ) 
Melniz 12; 
Meliopoulos 9 
Meran Caddesi 42, 79-89, 82, 90, 99, 112, 2, 11,12, 
1% 
Mercati Anonymous 125 
Мере зб. 90, 02, 71,73, 77-8, 110, 111, 125, 130, 13 T, 
ТҮНГІ 
Mesembria (Nessebar) у, б, 41, 164, 1 
metal ores 12 
Metellus named on Roman brckstamps 15 
Mever-Plath, В. 147 
Michael Й 35 n. 220 
Milon 36,77 1.75 
Mined 10,12 
пип ro, 12,14 
Miranda, 5. гуу, 146 
Mitchell, W.J]. тоз, 105 
Modestus, patries 77 
miuenia (monuments) 13 
monachos 16 
monogram(s) B, 23 n. 16, 47-9, 106, 101, 119, 136-7, 
133,145, 247, Table 27, 3.4 
ofBeronicianus 16 
on bricks from Thessalonik: то 
of Justinian 46, 48-9, 4 
of Maurice y, 18, 47-8, 205, 1 19, 126-1, 133, 3 
of Volusus or Voluzianus тӯ 
нт alio Christogramz 
Mordmmann, A.D. үші, rez, 106, 159, 104 
mortar, see building materials 
мой, A. 7a, 71 
Mühürdar Emin Paga Sokağı бо, r1, 13 
Müllez-Wiener, W. 4, 127, 131 
wierd 11-12,17 
murüurcbos 16,17 
Musée des Antiquités Nationales, Saint-Germain-en- 
Laye 249 
Musée du Louvre 164 
Musellias, praepositus. 157-8 
Museum für Spatantike und Byzantinische Kunst, 
Berlin viii, 157,159 
Musenm of Ancient Brick, Tennessee: ika 
Myrelaion, see Bodrum Camii 
Myroceraron monastery 44 


пан ғо та, 16-17 
Naumann, А. $9,127, 130, 164 


INDEX 


тасса, see танёо 

Меа Anchilos 1270.74 

Nea church of Basil I 9, 7$ 

Mecrologium Imperatorum 7% 

Nessebir, see Mesernbria 

Nestorius 108, 109,113 

Nicephore IL Phocas. 59, 147 

Micrpharus Botanetares. 75 5.43 

Nika riots 18, 34, 16,45, 46, 47,64, 68, 77, 78 
notarias 16,T7 

Notitia Virtus Canitantinopalitauae 41, 123-4, 127, 


155, 2311 


Oba Зокар Ва 
Octagon 78 
ста 
Clauduma 16,121 
Domitianz 14 
Ғантылш 14 
Mardana 14 
afficimator (operator of workshop) 44, 17, 19, 21,25, 
42, 82, 119 
Ognenova Mannova, L- зоп. 34 
Olybrins, Quintus Алы Hermogenianis 25 
Olybrins, Quintus Clodius Hermogenianus. 15 
Olympiodorus £8, 9 
Оғаш Caddesi туо, 151,17 
Orta Көрі 75 
Oricitler Caddesi 78, 11 
Ostia гуу 


palace, see alza Great Palace 

of Antiochus ix, 21, 26, уз, $2, $á-60, 71, 90, 99, 
101, 107-9, 110, РІЇ. 116. 136, 127, тїй, 118, гра, 
157, 259, CHT, 2, 3 

af the Boukolean 147 

ат Bryas 39 

at Damstrys 39,47 

inthe Dewteron 38 

at Forum Tauri 33 

at Hiereia 34, 35 

of Hormisdas 34, 36 

of Iueundianae 54 

nf Justice (formerly Ciroman University). 147, 6,20 

Karianae 49 

of Lausus 32, 122, 2; ree alto palace of Antiochus 

of Nicephorus Boranriates 73 n. 43 

arPrinkipo 48 


Sophianae 38 
Palaiologoi гот 
Palatine Anthology Go, бі, 114 
Paluka, B. 4573,74 
Panteichion, see Pendik 
Pantikapaion (Kertch) 22 
Papadopoulos, ]. В. 73 
park near Arcadianae baths уу 


Paspates, А.С. ув 

Patria 38, 62, 71, 77, 123, 129, 134 
patriarchal palace, see Hagia Борлы 
Paul, apostle à 

Paulina 43 

Penilik 3,1 

Perge 31. 1,611.43 

Perinthos, іне Marmara ЕгеЙізі 
Peschlow, U. бі, тог, ram 363, 1 59 
Pemon di 


Philadelphion 71, 134, 1 
Philippicus 49 
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Philoxenus, magister 77,129 

Phocas. 8, 19,42, 162, 129, 130, 142, 146 
Pieper, В. 164 

Pirane 4m ta 

Pittakia 30,32 

plague 49,121 

Poreč, Euphranius' Баз 40 


portien 
in Blachernai 38 
of Domninus 77, 78, 129, 2 
"Ттөайевшт 11,1 
portus Licini 13,26 
рошеноіх 73 
post office, excavation near 72,74, 8 
pomery ы 
amphora 140 
mantfacrure in Galata 5 
Phocaean Red Slip 158-42, 141 
urpuentarium що 
practorian prefecture то, 11, 11 
praetorium 
пеш Hagia Eirene 46 
near Forum of Constantine 78 
presburteros тб 
primipilures 16 
Prinkipo 3,38, 4t, 1 
Priscus of Рапішт 48 
Probus, pamiciur 77 
Procopius 18, уу, 34, 35, 36, 37, 46, 17, 124 
profero (declaration) 10-11 
Promotus 28,130 
Protasius, magister 77 
public abligasons 74,16 
public works тості 
Pulcheria дача, 1$, 56, 55, 107, 108, 126 
дотно зт, рп, $6 
Pusaeus (consul ої 4077) 124 
Pylae, see Karalalise 


Qasr Iba Wardan 132 


Raboulas 43 
BRamazanoglu, M. 45, 46, $6 m. 32, 157, 160, тёт 
relevatio (тат relief) 12 
тертой: го 
Rhegion, we Kügük Çekmece 
Rhodes 4 
Robert College 197,160, 162 
Romanus! 45,73 
Romanus П 49 
Romanus 11] 73 
me 
caprure of in 415 53 
lime supply 1: 
Malborghetro arch. i18 
mausoleum 
of Constantina 7c 
of Gordizns (Tor de'Schizvi) 70 
of Helena 7c 
of Maxentius то 
Sabina 5 
5 Croce ш Gerusalemme 120 
55 Cosmas and Damian. тб 
sand supply 1: 
Tiber, River 13 
transport supply 12 
roof tiles 5,13 
Wufinianai, ree Caddebostam 
Wufinus, buildings of 11 
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Magia Sophia (Grear Church) (cont) 
of Justinian: 34, 35, 367, 15,40, 56, буу, Ва, уо, 
105, тай, 117, 1165, 117, 120, 121, 141, 145, 15 T, 
152, 159 
meaning af name, see divine wisdom 
monograms сп capitals 48-9, 137,4 
EE ar Er А Museum 
triarehal palace 14,64 
Skeuophylakion fom yg 
of Theodosius П ix, 20, 27, 18, о, 31, 33, 40, 14-5, 
ба, чо, TOT, 162 2. 16, тоў, 199, 116, 129, 152 
Наша Tark Us Soka 73 
Hallensleben, Н, 164 
Hanim Eli Sokag: 73 
harbour 
of Boukoleon 147 
of Julian (Sophia) 4, 32, 35,77, 2 
of Meorion 4, 42,2 
àl Prosphorion 4,1 
of Thendasius T 4, 40,2 
Hankzadeler Sokağı уо 
Harrison, Е. 162 
Harrison, К.М. 45, 62, бу, 111, 112, 1 16, 116,161 
Hasköy 5,39 
Hawkins, E. J, W. ж, 161 
Haydarpaga 3,1 
Hayes, J, W. 139 
34, бо, 71 
set ана Balnrkáy 
Hecuba, starue base of. 67-8 
hégoümenas 16 
Helen, T. 34 
HellenkemperSalies 136—7, 038, 141, 145 
Hendy, M. 62 
Heraclianus 48 
Heraclius та, 45, 119, 121, E24, 145 
monograms of 47,1 
Herculius, praetorian prefect of Illyricum ті 
Hero of Alexandria, Geometric: 11 
Hero of Byzantium, Geodens бї 
Hiereia 34, 38 
see айга РепетВаһре 
Hill, $.J. то, 20, 64, 111 
Hippodrome ix, 27, 30, 12, 56, 59, 73, 78, 102, 105, 
118, 119, 121, T4, 148, 2, р Т8 
Hoca Кази Koprü балар 71, 8 
Holim, К. yy, тоу 
Holy Apostles 9, 37, 38, 54, 71,2 
honorati 16 
Haonaoramus ron. 40 
Honartur 17,135 
Hormisdas, estate of. 18 
ie alio palace of Harmisdas 
hornlogion. 35, 18 
Horrea Alexandrina yo 
Hortum Theodoranum 19 
Hogkoy 5,1 
hospice уб, 18, 45, 46,2 
"House af Justinsan’, see Sea Walls 
Hühsch 66 
Huns 112. 9, 123 


Інтим, patriarch 9 


illatio (levy) 13 
illatis carbon (charcoal tax) 11,13 
i за 
Imperial Palace, see Great Palace 
İmrahor Cami, we 5r John of Stondion 
Incili Kärki 127 
,daypits у 
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йүбүктишнас 
abbrevistion for 99, 100 
absence of abbreviation for 119 
absence of numeral after 120 

indictio (requistion) to, 17, 19 

indiction dating system іх, r$, рост, Table з 
inclusion on brickstamps 8, та, t9, 20, 99-то1, Tey 
omitnon on brickstamps 18,15, 100-1, 117 
reversal of two-letter numbers 99 

significance of frequency distribution 26 

[ohannes on Roman bricknamps 15 

lovinus gë 

iron tax, see feraria praestatio 

Ishak Paga тб 

Isidore of Miletus 16 

Isidore the Younger 37, 64 

Didonis, city prefect 41 

lemetiye Caddesi 78—5, 90, 162, 117, 2, 11 

Istanbul i 

Istanbul Archaeological Museum 70, 72, 82, 1521, 1971 

162,164 

Istranca mountains 19 

ingum, tirgatio 10, 11,12 

Justus, named on Roman brickstamp: 13,18 

Triron monastery 4 n. ri 

Iznik, Krimets church 144 


Janin, В. 5; 
ыт, Апайачы 47,71, 125 
Jobst, W, 146 
John, comes sacrarum largitionum 404-5 57 
JustinI 6,77, 112, t 16, 140 
buildings of 33-4 
Justin Ї and Justinian, church of 34, 114 
Justin П 37, 46, 53; об, 124, 138, 144, 148, рз 
Justinian] 8,18, 28, 35, 37, 6z, r16, 124, тус, 141, 144, 
14% 
brickramps naming 46 
buildings of 33-7, 45 
columnof 35,53 
mausoleum of 47 
monograms of 46, 48-5, 4 
Justinian 1 35, 41, 147 


Kadikby 3 


Kainopolis 30,2 
Kalenderhane Camii x, 11, 42, 42, 53, ТОЁ, 138, тус-т, 


+ 

Kalojam бо 
Karakilise 3 
Kariye Camii 42, 147, 160 
Калт Paga. | 
Barhdan, А. 41 
KE abbreviation 108-5 
Kelsey Museum of Archaeology 164 
Kelsey, F.W. тёз 
Keramikos, Keramareion y 
Kilise Cami, see Vela Kilise Cami 
kilns зт m 164 

locauan of 4-4 

owned by church #, 9 
Eleiss, W. 770-79, 159 
hemes 16 

wena 17 


konbikonlarias 16 А 


Kourator, seë Theatolas of rhe Louraror 
Kozyatağı з 

Krautheimer, В, 16, r4, 56, 107, £20, 132 
Kritovoulos 4 

Калт 4r 





Kicik Çekmece (Khegion) 1,4,1 
Kigtikyal 3,9, 41,1 

Кірик foie. 126 

Kynegion f 

Kyriakos, patriarch 134 


labour for public works no 
Lampaki G. 1&4 
Land Walls 8-9, 26, 28, 30-1, 34 по 123, 37-5, 39,41, 
AT, ps ET, 35, Er, тең 105, 122, 122—5, ІЗЕ, 
147-8, 160, 2 
Ayvansaray Gate Er 
Belgar Карі (Xylokerkos) 124 
Biachernai Gant 81 
construction rechniquesin ра, 16 
Golden Gate, we Golden Gate 
Heraclan walls 124 
Кегіпз Ports 33 n, 16 
Oral Карі 122, 124 
Preron 121 
Yeni Mevievihane Карі (Polyandrion Gate) 123, 
124 
Laurens named on Roman bricksramps 14 
Laurent, V, 163 
Пашен, ртаёропшу 108 
see alia palace of Lausus 
Lavra monastery 4n. il 
lead sels 22, 47 
Jeases, emphyteutic 17 ые” 
Lemnos {7,7% 
Leol 33,71, 019, 114, 151 
Leo ПІ ima. зав 
Тез ТУ 395.3120 
Leo V 49m 220 
Leo Grammaticus 64 
Leval, А. 164 
Liber Insularum 117 
Liberius, practorian prefect 13 
Licinia Eudexia 125 
Licinius, depot of, see portus Licini 
Life of Daniel the Stylite 134 m. 35 
Liggett, М. S. roa, то; 
lime, see building materials 
limestone, me building materials 
locatio condnetio га, ај 
гае alio brickmaking contracts 
locator 12, 17, 12,18 
Long, ]. үу 
Long Walls of Thrace 1,3, 42, 124 
Louloudies jn. r, £n. 43 
Lucifer, Srarius Marcius 82 


Macedonian бутау топ. 149 
monogram ої 9 
Macedonius 31 
Maendy, Т. 72 
Magnus Maximini ұс 
Mainszmne, В. y4 
Malalas 57,58, 59, 107, 111 
Мааз 124 n. ӯ; 
Malerskos, А.М, гба 
Marboury, E. vii-x, 9, 10, 22, 27, фу, 79, 54, 67, 79, 
7347577. 71, 79, йо, V1, іл, tot, тоу, tol, 118, 
120, Tag, tal, 125, Гус, 131, 13), 137, 14, 153, 
тӛс, Lei, 167 
anter ol. 147, ryg 
Mango, С. ix, 9, 10, 22, 15, уб, 41, bo, 73, 77, 109, 111, 
112, 129, 156, 137, E46, 147, Tia, зб, 152, 163 
noter ef 147 
Manuell 143 





Manuel, monastery ої бі 
Io ene had ee 
131,12) 
a ip 119, 120 
Marcian, clergyman 12-3 
Marcus Ulpius Anicetianns 32 
Marina, domural yr 
Maritime Gate, ree Sea Walls 
Marmara Еге Ен 3, 164, 1 
Martindale, Ї. {9 
Maruny, С. 15,139, що 
Martyrios, archimandrite 


masons'markr 129 
Mathews, Г.Р. 45,73, 127, 131 
Maurice 9, ТЕ, 37, 38, 42, 47-8, бу, 104,119, 232771, 
130, 151, 133, 258, 142, 144, 345, 147, 1 51,3 
Maurus, patricius 77 
у 


41 


af Canstantinel 4, 37, 14.71 
of ағалап Y 37 
ree Also Rome 
Maximian 108 
Mehmet TI у 
Melania 125 
Meliopoulas 5 
Mercan Cadden 52, ру йо, Ез, no, 99, 110,2, 11, 13, 
13 
Mercati Anorymaiis тау 
Mese 28, 30, 60,71, 73, 77H, Tio, 113, 125, 130, Гүй, 
134, 155,2 
Mesembria (Nessebar) 3, 6, 41, 164, 1 
metalares 12 
Metellus named on Roman brickstamps ту 
Meyer-Plath, B. іру 
Michael П 39 n. 120 
Milen 38,77 n. 75 
mines 10,12 
mints 18,12, 14 
Miranda,S. r37, 145 
Mizchell, W.J; 152, тең 
Modestus, patricius 77 
moenia (monuments) 11 
топагфог 16 
топарга) B, zE rr. 15, ayy, 156, fA T, 119, 2365—7, 
110, 147, 147, Table 17, У. й 
ої Beronicianus 16 
on bricks from Thessaloniki тэ 
of Justinian 46, 4%, 4 
of Maurice 9 ті, 47-%, 105, 119, 110—т, 133, 3 
af Voluris or Устап 1; 
see alia Chrimograms 
Mordemann, А.П. viii, 127, 148, рф, 164 
mortar, see building materials 
Müfid, A. зо, ут 
Mühürdar Emin Pasa Sokagi Ec, 11, 11 
Müller- Wiener, W. £4, 17, 131 
manera 11-12,17 
murlarchbor 16,17 
Musée des Antiquirés Narionales, Saine-Germain-en- 
Laye түз 
Muste du Louvre 164 
Musellius, praepositus 152—8 
Museum für Spatantiice und Byzantinische Kunst 
Berlin viii, 157, 159 
Museum df Ancient Brick, Теппезіге 184 
Myrelaion, теє Bodrum Camii 
Myroceraton monastery 39 


панни та, 16-17 
Манпашп,Җ. ут, 127, 118, 104 
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naciciilari, see пай Его 

Nea Anchialns 1270.74 

Nea church of Baril Ї 9, 7j 

Necrologium Imperatorim 71 

Messebür, see Mesembria 

Мешоғпя той, то, 123 

Nicephorus П. Phocas. 59, 147 

Nicephorus Boraneiares 73 0.41 

Mika пош 10, 34, 35, 4f, 46, 47, 64, 58, 77, 71 

тотен 5,17 

Notitia Urbis Conrtantinopelitanae 41, 123-4, 117, 
15a, тут 


Oba Sokağı Во 
Octagon 78 
officina 
Сізнймта 16,121 
Domina 14 
Гантила 14 
Marcha 14 
afficinator (operator af workshop) 15, rz, 19, 21,24, 
ща, B2, 19 
Орлепоуа Marinoya, L. гоп. 34 
Olybrius, Quintus Anicius Hermogenianus. 15 
Оут, Quintus Cladus Hermogenmmus ті 
Olympiedorus 18, 59 
Ordu Caddesi 130, 131,17 
Orta Кар! 7$ 
OricilerCaddest 78, 11 
Онша 1/3 


palace, tee alta Great Palace 
of Antiochus ix, 21, 26, 32, §2, 76-62, 71,90, 59, 
тор, 197-2, 110, 111, 119, 126, 117, 118, 130, 152, 
157, 159, 161,2,3 
ofthe Boukaleon 147 
at Bryas 35 
at Damatrys 39,47 
in the Dewteron 38 
at Fórum Tauri 33 
at Hieren 34,33 
of Hormisdas 34, 34 
of Tucundianse 14 
of Justice (formerly Ситотап Universicy) 147, 6,20 
Karumas 39 
of Laurus 42, 102, 5; sec alta palace of Antiochus 
nf Nicephorus Botanciates 73 п. 43 
arPrinkipo 34 
cs Mamas 33 
е 18,39 
Sophianse 38 
Palaialogoi 101 
Palatine Anthology бо, 62, 114 
Paloka, В. 45, 73,74 
Panteichion, see Pendik 
Pantixapsion (Kertch) 22 


Ранта 45,62, 71, 77, 123, 129, 134 
patriarchal palace, see Hagia Sophia 
Paul apostle y 

Paulini 33 

Pendik 4,1 

Perge 30.1, 6n. 43 

Рерітцізов, see Marmara Ereplisi 
Peschlow, U.. 61, toa, ($6 n. 163,199 
Petrion бі 

Philadelphion 71, 134, 2 
Philippicus ус 


Philuzenus, magister 77, 129. 
Phocas 8,39, 42, 191, 229, 130, 142, 146 
Pieper, Р. 1&4 
Рале 4n. 14 
Pirtakia 30,32 
plague 40, 12) 
Toret, Euphrasius’ basilica go 
pornco 
Blachernai JË 
of Damninus 77, 7E, 129, 1 
Troadesmn 31,2 
portur Licini 11,16 
ponenor ту 
past office, excavation near 72,74, 8 
portery 
amphora 140 
manufacrurein Gala. ү 
Phocaean Red Slip 18-90, 141 
unguentarnum ға 
practorian prefecture то, 11, lz 
practorium 
near Hagia Eirene ці 
pear Forum of Constantine уй 
presbureros 16 
Р ныр. 16 
Prinkipo 3,38, 41,1 
Priscus of Panium [8 
Probus, patriciut 77 
Procopius 18,33, 34, 35. 3, 37,45, 57, 124. 
profenio (declaration) 141 
Promotus 28,110 
Protasius, magitter 77 
public obligations 14, 15 
public works тоста 
Pulcheria 31—2, 55, $6, 56, 107, той, 116 
domas af 31, 58 n. $6 
Puraeus (consul of 467?) 124 
Pylae, see Karalilise 


Qasr Ibn Wardan 132 


Raboulas 3) 
Eamazanoglu,M. 45, 45, 96 ri. 32, 157, 160, 161 
relevario (rax relief) 12 
rerpritata 10 
Rhegion, see Кос Cekmece 
Rhodanus, patriis 77 
Rhodes 4 
Hobert College 157, 162, 162 
Romanus] 45,75 
Romanus П 4; 
Romanus ПІ 7) 
Rome ^ 
piprüre of im yin үй 
энен id 
Malborghetto arch. 1:3 
mausoleum 
uf Constantina ус 
of Gordians (Tar de'Schizvi) то 
of Helena уо 
of Maxentius. уа 
Sahina 5 
З Croce in Gerusalemme тїп 
55 Cosmas and Damian 118 
sand supply 12 
Tiber, River ту 
rranspor: supply 12 
rool tiles ў, 13 
Rufinianai, ree Caddehasrani 
Rofinns, buildings of. 44 
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4то 


Russell, D. 163 
Russian Archaeological Institute 60 


Sabinmus 13 

заста SCTE 17 

Saffer, В. 164 

St Akakios 54 

St Anastasia of Marcian 3; 

St Andrews University archive 162-3 

5t Anne of Degistheos 39 

St Autonümoé gn. 24 

5: Clement, Ankara туз 

5% Daniel at Sosthenion 33 

Si Diomedes 9 

St Eirene of Marcian at Perama 33 

St Euphemia 

near the Hippodrome, 36-7, 71; iee lio palace of 

Antiochus 


in Petron Ёз 
relies of ут 
St Euthymius ті 
StGearpe 18 
St George in Mangana 41 
St Isidore of Marcian 31 
5t John әт Ephesus 37, 48-9, 74, 152 
St Jahn, head of бо 
St John in Hebdomon 8,16, 17, ¢5 
St Jobn of Шаз 43 
SrJohn in Oxela 111 
St John of Stoudios 8, 26, 32, 46 n. 219, 601, 93, 125, 
той, LIC, 119, 127 11.74, 728, 156 п. 370, 152, 150, 
з 
construction techniques ih. £2, 53 
Št John the Theologian at the Hippodrome yg 
St Joseph, relies of pa 
St Julian. 78 
5t Laurence in Pulcherianae 12, 61, 124 
relics of 34 
St Lazarus (in the Topai) 127 
relics of 71 
St Mamas ат Xylokerkos 8,9, 19 
St Mark nearthe Forum Tauri 134 
St Mary Peribleptas бо 
St Matrona, monastery of бі 
St Michael at Апарісиз yë 
5t Michael at Bryas уў 
St Macius 54 
St Nicholas at Муга (Петте) 132, 146 
5t Panteleimon 39, 41 
St Paul, orphanage ої 5E, 42 
see alio acropolis 
St Peter, monastery of д 
St Phocas (5: John the Theologian) ar the Hippodrome 


19 
St Palyeulras x, 15, 25, 24, 24, 13, 34, 36, 40, 62-4, 2, 
90, 101, 111, ІТ1-Тб, 117, 120, 121, 129, тут, 214, 
туб, туу, 138, 13940, 14), 1 s 151, 152,2 
construction techniques in. 52, уу, 68,74 
density of bricks. 4 
of Eudokm 32, 125-6 
monograms on capitals 48 n. 35, 49, 4 
relics of ца" 
StSabag бз 
St Samuel үү 
St Stephen in Comstantinianae 33 
St Stephen in Daphne 52,127 
5: Stephen, relics of 41—2, 33, 125, 126 
5t Straraimikos of Marcian 33 
5t Symeon at Sosthnion уз 
St Theodore at Rhegion 8 
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St Theodore of Marcian 31 
St Theodore of ӛрішгегіше 3X 
StThyrmus ут 
Бі Zacharias, reliceol га 
55 Cormas and Damian 
near Blachernai 31 
en toir Dareiou 38 
55 Karpoi and Papylos тат 
55 Peter and Mark in Blachernai 15 
55 Peter and Paul 
near Chalcedon 51 
at the orphanage of St Paul. sA 
in the palace of Hormusdas 34, 36, 225 0. 43,2 
55 Sergius anal Bacchus 34, 47, 125, 137,3 
construction techniques in. 52-3, 68 
monogram: on capitals: 48-5, 4 
Sallusuus 48 
Sallustius, prefect 77 
salt deposits ra 
Salzenberg, W. тш 
Samandira, see D'umatrys 
Samanli Пар з 
Samson, hospice of, see Hagia Eirene, excavauions 
south of 
Saraghane 62, rét 
archive 162 
Saray Burnu, ree acropolis 
Satyros, see Küçükyalı 
Schneider, А.М. 9, 10/12, 45, 77,16, $9, 84, 71, 202, 
107, 117, 132, 138, 157, 9,161 
schoal near Forty Martyrs. 35 
Scombrus, magitter 77 
ттш 11,13 
EIAM aor 13 
Seythians 138 n. 118 
Sea of Marmara 3,4, 5, 1,2 
Sea Walls 31, 39, 123 i 21, 126, 127, 12$, 2, 18 
‘House of Justinian’ 40-1, 152, 147, 164, ІВ 
Коса Mustafa Paya 123 0-31 
Maritime Gate t47, 18 
Мат! Карі 125.21 
Yeni Карт 123m. 21 
Schamanus сб 


Şeker Ahmer Paga Бокаў: 79 
a House at Augusilon зо, 34, 35, 35,47, $4. 
4 

senators IE, 26, 87 
Sepumiur Severus 6% 
Serdica én. 43 

Т. Ga, 111, 112, 163 
Sige, church of Archangels 132 
Sigma бо 
file ӯ 
Silivri 5, 1 
Simkeg һал! 136 
Sinop 3,7 
Siraselviler Caddesi бо, фо 
skribGe 16,17 
skriniarion 16,17 
босгаїєх $4,132 
Sofana бойы Ко 
Sorlin-Dorigny, А. кїй, 1-9, 44, 66, тот, 149, 064 
Soras in Blachernai 17,14 
Sozomen 55,48, 19 
Sphendone, see Hippodrome 
Split, palace of Diocletian 39 
Stephen, praepotitus 39 
Stevenson, ВОВК. 135 


Sivadins, consul 32 

see ай St John of Steudias 
Sirategion ус, 2 
Striker, CL. tjon убу 
Strzygawski, J. 45, 61,74, 75, бо, 216 
Sultan Ahmet Cami rë 
Sultan: Selim Cami &t 
superindiction, see manera 
Symmachus, named on Roman hrickstamps 14 
Synaxarion of Constantinople 123 
Synenus of Cyrene 57 


га Аттаган, almshouse and bath 39 
tabular ая tenant ту 
Talbot Rice, D. rom 34, 22, 24, 67, 134, 136, 137, 158, 
143, 144, 146, 162 
archive ol 165 
Talbot Rice, М. тба 
ax lis 15 
tax obligations 13 
taxation in Клиї rora 
teatro ор Vavassore panorama 38 n. 191 
TekfurSarayi 111m. : 
Tenedos, granary on. 35, 36 
meven 28,2), bao 
Техіст, С, 66 
theatre, see festtrà 
Theodora, wife ol Justinian 36, 137 
monograms оў 49, 4 „a= 
sratue of 35 
Theodora, wile of Theophilus 39 
Theodore Anagnostes 58,49 
Theodore Teganistes, prefect 14 
Theodoric r3, 14, 15, 18, 020, 121 
Theodorus, city prefect (20) 214 
Theodosius Ї 8, 11, 28, 30, уу, уб, 42, 125, 127 п. £3, 
138 
Theodosius ЇЇ 8, 17, зо, 31, 5 y, 18, $7) 64, 101, 109, 
110, 131, 113, 125, 120 


"Theodulus, senator 23-14 


Theophanes 3E, 35-7, 3H, 37, $8, 59, 107, тей, 130, 134 
Theophilus 49 
Theotokos 109 
in Blachernai 34, 36, 3E, Bt, 124 
at Bryas 19 
in the Chalkapcaseis: 33, 99, yz, 71, 101, 105; 119,2 
of the Diahonissa їх, 39, 47, 23174, 162-1, 1 
gidleof 33 
Hodegetris 127 
ifthe Kaurator. 44,73, 111, 134 
Kyrocusa, ree Kalenderhane Сат 
monastery at Chaleedon 19 
Pammakazisinr, see Fethiye Cari 
агы Areolrindou 19 
of Urbicus уу 
Thessaloniki 3 n. т, бп. 43, топ. 152, 29, 27,72 
Thessaly, brickszamps from 18 п. 146 
"Thrace, brickmakers from. 4o 
Tiber, see Rome 
Tiberius П 37, 38, a7, 146 
Timon, А, viii, 9 
Timothy, patriarch 114 
Tokludede Mesodi ix, 42, 81, Rz, оо, ag, Tos, rer, 
tip, 119,122, 193, 157, 159,2 


«Topkapi palace: 7% 


tributa 1) 
"Troas ат 
Tuzla 3,1 


Шри то 


Linger, E, 119 
University, Смоли, see Palace of Justice 
Urhicius, praepositis 33,77 
Lain Carp Caddesi 7E, 129 
rec alo portico ot Domainus 


Valens yo, 125 
Valentinian II. 11: 
Valentinian Ш 12, ray 
Van Millingea, A. 76,127 
Van Nice, К. x, 4 n. 7, 48, 18, Ба, кор 
archive of тёз 
| Varangians 22 
Varassore, G.A. 5,38 n. 19; 
| vecinaru(carzers] Із 
Vela Kilise Camii 42 
| Verina 31,34471, 101, 111 
Vickers, M-J. за 
wir magriificur (rank) 17 
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Virgin 55 
ièr alia Theotokos 
ҰнаБап 116,16 
Vitruvius 4 z. 14 
Vize jo 
Volusian 12) 
Volugus or Volusiazus, named оп brickstamps 14 
Von Premerstein, А. ёз 


Waage, Е.О. 139 
Walker Trost 134 
Walker, М. 66 
Wall of Conszantine, see Constantine I 
Ward-Perkins, П. tay 
Ward-Perkins, J.B. 56,144, 144 
Water pipes j 
water supply 31 

ree alio aqueducts; cisterns; water pipes 
Whitby, М. 124 


АТТ 


Wiegand, T. бу 
Well, о, біш 


Wulringer, К. 72,74, 75, 127,103-4 


Yalova 3,1 
Yardyerd! уу 
Yedikule 4 
Yeni Mevlevihane Кара $4 m ray 37-4 
Yentkoy 5,1 
Yerebatan Saray, see cistern of the [hasilica 
Тан Терен „т 
see ато $r Panteleimon 


Zeno уз, зу, 124 

Zeynep Sultan байа тот 
Zeyrek Camii 42,6t 
Zonaras 55 

Znücon 1% 
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BEPKIOY 169" 

BI(), ABIP() 17o 
BAHIIIOY ту: 

Г() тут 
ГАӨОМІКОҮ 171 
ГАПНТОУ 17: 
FOL) тут 

ГОРІ) 172 
ГОРАСТОУ 173 
5.0) 173 

AYOEIY (?) 175 
&AKIOY 174 

&IA() 173 

XY(), АКУЛІ) 173 
МЕ() 174 
XEZANAPOY 174 
MVY() 174 

w. К 174 

ЧАГ) 174 
ЧАТОЛІОУ r7; 
ЧГІЛОҮ 175 
ЧАРЕА 175 

ЧАРЕА AIAKONOY, 
ANAPEOY AIARONOY 176 
ЧАРЕОҮ 177 
ЧАРЕОҮ ATAKONOY 178 
ЧАРЕОҮ HTOYMENOY r78 
ЧАРЕОҮ МІ?) 178 
JO() 178 

4OEMIOY 178 

ЧӨН .() 179 

ЧОЇ) 179 

ТӨГ 179 

ТО) 179 

ITIOXOY 179 
INTWN[T]OY 179 
ГЦ) 179 

IHPIOY 180 

() тйс 

EC() 180 

ПО) 18a 

IC[ 181 
ICTAINETOY 1:8: 
ICTENETOY, 
4PICTAINETOY 18: 
O() 182 

ТІ) 182 


APTEM() riz 

АРІ 182 

АРІ 183 

АСВ. () тӛ 

АСКІ) 183 

ACKAEIIIOY 18; 
ACKAHITIOY, ACKAETIIOY 183 
АТ() 184 

АТА() 184 

ATTAAOY 184 

AY() 18; 

AY() 185 

AYPHAIOY 185 
AYEANTIOY, AYZENTIOY 18; 
AYZENTIOY 191 

AY[ 191 

АФ() ді 

A.E() 192 

АГ 192 

ВА() 193 

ВАСІ), BACI() 193 
BACHAIKOY 15; 
BACIAIKOY, BACHAIKOY 195 
ВОСПОРІАС, ВОСФОРІАС 196 
ВОСФОРІАС 197 

ГА() 197 

ГАЕТОҮ 197 

FAHOY AMANOY 157 
TAHOY ТРОФІМОУ 197 
IAIOY,IAEIOY,TEIOY 157 
TAIOY AMANOY :55 
ГАТОҮ [MTYPIAPXOY 199 
ГАТОУ ТРОФІМОҮ 199 
TE() 199 

lEIOY зог 

ГЕЛІ) зоо 

ГЕЛА() 200 

TEAACIOY 200 

ГЕОРГІОҮ зот 
ГЕФРІГІОУ) 102 

ГЕШРГІОҮ СКРІ ) 202 

ГН() 203 

ГЦ) 203 

ГР() 204 

ГРА() 203 

ГРАП() хо 

ГРА[ 205 


IN THE CATALOGUE 


ГРНГІ) 203 

ГРНГОРІОУХ 22; 

ГҮ() зоб 

UYM() 206 

ГУ| 206 

ГІ 206 

AAN() 197 

AH() 207 

АНМНІ), АНМНТРІ) 207 
AHMHTPIOY, AIMITPIOY 257 
AHMO() zol 

AHMOA() 209 

АНМОС(), AIMOC() 209 
AHOMHAOY 209 

ДНІ 209 

Al() 209 

AIMITPIOY ato 

AIMOC() зто 

МО) зо 

AIOTE() aro 

AIOMHAOY, AHOMHAOY arr 
AIOC, AIOY zr3 

AIO[ 214 

AOL) i14 

AOMN() 21; 

AOMNOY ат 

AOMNOY AIAK(ONOY) 217 
АРОСЕРІА 217 

ДИМ) 217 

АГ 218 

EAI() 218 

EAAAAIOY 218 

EAA[..] 218 

EAAL-TICIM[ 219 

ЕАП;) zr9 

EATII() arg 

ЕПНФАМІОУ 219 

ЕПЦ) 219 

EITIAIOY TIPECBYTEPOY 220 
ЕПІТРІ) 120 
ЕПІФАМІОУ,ЕПНФАМІОУ 222 
ЕРМІА TIPECBYTEPOY zar 
ЕРМОТЕ() 221 

EY() 221 

ВУАГГІ) 233 

ЕТАГР() 233 

EYO() 224 


= 


т 
i 
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EYNOMI() 224 

EYII() 124 

ЕҮПОСЦ) 224 

ЕҮСЕБІОТ 224 

EYCTA() 225 

EYCTA()EYTP() 225 

ЕҮСТАӘП) 22; 

ЕҮСТАФЦ) 225 

БҮТ() 225 

EYTOYXHOY 227 

EYTYXIOY, ETTYXHOY, 
EYTOYXHOY 117 

EYTYXIOY 228 

EY[ 223 

E[ 228 

ZI[ 129 

ZU) 229 

ТШТІКОҮ 229 

НІ) 230 

НГІ 230 

НЕ() 230 

НОЇ) 250 

HAT y EAI) 236 

HALANOY 231 

НАЦ)ЕКАН() 231 

HAIORÀ(), HAAIOA() 232 

HAAI!OA() 332 

НАТО 232 

HAYOY 23; 

HMH() 233 

НРА() 233 

НРАКАНС 23у 

HCIAOPIOY KOMITOC 233 

HCY() 233 

H[ 234 

ӨМ) 234 

OE() 23; 

ӨЕМ() 235 

OEO() 236 

OEO() 156 

OEOA() 236 

OEO( ) AIAKO(NOY) 237 

BEOAQAOY 117 

ӘЕОАОРОҮ 237 

OEOAOCIOY КОМНТОС 237 

OEOAOYAOY, GEOAOAOY, 
OEOAQUOAOY, TEOAOAOY 237 

OEOAOYPOY 238 

OEOAO([ az! 

OEOA(QU() 338 

OEOAUAODY 238 

OEOAQOPHTOY, 
OEOAQOPITOY, 
OEQAOPHTOY 338 

OEOA(OUPITOY 259 

DEOAUPOY, GEOAOPOY, 
OEOAOYPOY, ӨБОАОҮРОҮ 239 


GEOAWPOY AITIOTATOY щі 

OEOAOTOY AHIIOTATOY 241 

OEOA[ 241 

OEO()EKA() a41 

ОКЕОСІ) зат 

ӘЕОФШІЛОҮ, O(EXDDIAOY 242 

ОБОЇ 242 

OEOAOYPOY 242 

OEQAUPHTOY 242 

OEQOA(OPOY AIIIOTATOY 242 

ӨЕГ 242 

OY()EY() 243 

OYPCIAC 24; 

ӨШ() 243 

ӨФМА 243 

B(EJWOIAOY 245 

OL 243 

IAX() 244 

lAXI() 244 

ТАГ 245 

IA[ 245 

ІЛА() 245 

IAAPIOY 24; 

IALAMOY 246 

IOA() 246 

IOANNOY,IOAN(N)OY 246 

IOY() 246 

IOYAN(N)OY NOTAPIOY 247 

IOYAN(N)OY ONOKTHTOY 247 

IOY() KY() 247 

IOYAIANOY 247 

IOYA[ 248 

IOYOTNOY 248 

IOYCTINIANOY 248 

IOY[ 249 

ICLA() 249 

ICIAOPIOY KOMHTOC эс 

IX( ) зв 

IQ ) збо 

ІФА() 252 

IDANNOY,IOANMOY зго 

IDANNOY HTOYMENOY 252 

KDANNOY KOAORYNOOY гүз 

KDANNOY NAYKAHPOY 252 

IWANNOY NOTAPIOY 253 

IWANNOY ONOKTHTOY 253 

ШАММОҮ CKPI() 253 

IWANNOY [.].K[...JA[.]E[.-.-) 253 

КА() 254 

KA() 254 

KAA(), KAAH() 254 

KAAATPOY 15; 

KAAATATONOC 
ПРЕСВУТЕРОУ 2%; 

KAAH() 25; 

KAA()KY() 255 

K()K() ays 


KAH() 256 

ROC} 256 

КОТ) 246 

KOIP[ 246 

КОКНОУ 256 

КОМІ) 257 

КОМОМОС 3:7 

КОМСІ) 257 

KONCTANTINOY 257 

KOC() 247 

KO(N)CTANTINOY, 
KONCTANTINOY 258 

KO(N)CTANTINOY, 
KONCTANTINOY, 
KWNCTANTINOY, 
KO(N)CTANTINOY 272 

KPITINNOY 273 

KY() 273 

KY()EY() 277 

KYP() 278 

KYPI() 281 

КУРІАКОУ 281 

КУРІАКОУ AIAKONOY 28: 

KYPIAKOY IIPECBYTEPOY 282 

KYPIA(OY) 284 

KYPI( ) CN) 284 

КҮР() MA() 28; 

КҮР() МЕТ) 285 

KYPI[ 23; 

КУРО TE() 285 

KYP() DI() 286 

KYP[ 286 

КҮ()ФЦ) 286 

КҮТ 286 

LONCTANTINOY, 
KO(N)CTANTINOY 186 

KONCTANTINOY 
TIPECBYTEPOY 294 

KQNICTANTINOY 294 

KOQ(N)CTANTI(N)OY 194 

К... 294 

K[ 295 

AE() 295 

AEO() 29; 

AEON(] 296 

AEONTIOY 296 

AEONT 296 

AO() 296 

AOTO() 297 

AON() 297 

AONTINOY 297 

AONTOY 298 

АОҮ() 298 

AOYK() 299 

AOYKA AIAKONOY 299 

AOYIIIR() 299 

NYC) 299 
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МОУҒАЦ) 299 

A. 209 

А 300 

МІ) 326 

MAC) 300 

МАГМОТ 303 

MATNOY MPECBYTEPOY 524 
MAKAPHOY 306 
MAKAPIOY, MAKAPHOY зоб 
МАКЕЛІ) 307 

МАМА }оў 

МАР() 30% 

MAPINOY 409 

MAPKOY зод 

MAPTYPIOY 309 

MAYP() 312 

MAYPIKIOY 11a 
MAYPIKYOY уго 
MAYPIT() 31c 

MAZIMOY зт 

МАГ зтт 

MA[ 312 

МЕГААНС EKKAHCIAC и> 
MEBOAOTOY 314 

MO() 315 

MO()orMO .() 315 

MOY() 114 

MO.() 31; 

MUCH 31; 

МІ 116 

NEÇ) 316 

NEC() 117 

МЕ[ 317 

МЦ) ну 

NIKA(), NIKAN() 318 
NIKHOOPOY, МІКІФОРОУ 413 
МІКНФОРОҮ КОМНТОС 11:59 
NIKI@OPOY 419 
МІКІФОРОУ KRIPOY 119 

N[ 319 

ONHCIMOY 12a 
ONHCIMOY MON(AXOY) 320 
ON(H)C( ), ON(H)CI( ) 320 
OPMIZ() 321 

ОГ зат 

П() зат 

ПА) 321 

ПАМ() 321 

IIAITYAOY zz 

ПАТ() 322 

ПАТРІКІОУХ 322 

IIATPO() 322 

ПАТРОКА() 325 

ПАУ(), ПАУЛІ) 323 
HAYAOY 324 


TIAY[ 325 

ПЕ() 326 

TIEK( ) 326 

ПЕЛА() 326 

ПЕТ() 326 

ПЕТРОТ 337 

TIETPOY AIAKONOY 13; 

HETPOY AIAKONOY 
EYCTAGHOY зуу " 

NETPOY AIAKONOY 
EYTOIXIANOY 353; 

IIETPOY AIAKONOY 
AOYAHANOY 33; 

ПЕТРОҮ EYTENIOY 33; 

METPOY EYKAA() 336 

ПЕТРО У EYCT(A)OIC, 
ПЕТРОҮ EYCT(AO)IC 336 

ПЕТРОҮ EYCT(AO)IC 136 

ПЕТРОУ MAL .]H 336 

ПЕТРОҮ NAYKAHPOY 336 

ITETPOY IIPECBYTEPOY 337 

ПЕТРОҮ ТЕОФІЛОУ 337 

ПЕТРОУ [.] DNPIC 537 

ПОГ) 338 

ПО()АГ() 339 

TIOKIAAOY 339 

IIOAE()orTIIO() AEC) 339 

IIOAYXPONIOY ще 

IIOY() 349 

IIOYPIOY удо 

ПОЇ 340 

ПРО() 340 

TIPOX() 341 

MTO() 341 

ПҮ() 343 

ПІ 342 

PO() 342 

РОЗІ) 342 

РИХ) 343 

CA() 343 

CAB() 345 

CAN()OI() 345 

CATIO() 345 

CATIOYPOY 146 

CAC()ar CACH) 346 

CAC) TPI() (2) 346 

САГ 346 

COY() 347 

СОГ 347 

CTEDANOY 347 

CTPATONIRKOTY 347 

СО) 347 

СОСАММАС 348 

C[ 34H 

TEOAOAOY 345 


ТІС) 348 

TIMOK(), TH(M)OK() уа 

TIMOKPITOY 348 

TI(M)OK() 349 

ТР() 349 

ТРО() 349 

TPOBYNOY 355 

ТРОФІМОУ цу? 

ТРОГ из 

ТРУФОМОС 35: 

TY() TPC) 353 

ТІ 354 

ҮП() 354 

Ф() 354 

OEIAIMOY 454 

DEP() :54 

®HAIMOY, DIAHMOY 314 

ФООМІ) уҙ; 

DIL) 555 

ФІ( )or DIA() 355 

OIAHMOY 35; 

ФІЛ() зуб 

ФІЛА() 556 

OIAO[.JAO. . узу жала 

ФІГ)ПУ() 357 

ФЛА() 357 

ФОУТІМОУ 357 

ФОҮГ 357 

ФРҮГЦ) 357 

ФҮ() 357 

OW) 357 

ФШТТМОҮ,ФОҮТІМОТ 458 

ФГ 339 

ХА() 359 

ХРЕЦ) 359 

XPHCTOY, XPICTOY 155 

XPICTOY 362 

Wl 362 

Monograms 362 

Christograms 371 

Crosses 373 

OEOY XAPIC without name 373 

KYPIE ВОНЕЕІ without name 374 

THC NEAC 
(IN ATKTIONOC ?) without 
name 374 

INAIKTIWNOC without name 37% 

Other stamps without names. 378 

Missing, indecipherahle, ar uncertain name 
379 

Roof tiles 455 

Fingermarked bricks 401 

Fingermarked tiles 423 

"Tool-made impressions. 403 


"Машу sites listed in this index are discussed m the main text, where the 

accompanying footnotes cite the most important bibliography. In the 
case of these and other sites, some further bibliography may be found 
under the catalogue entries citing brickstamps from those sites, The 
bibliographical references cited in the catalogue are, however, intended 
primarily as an indication of the place of publication of the briekstamps. 
For specialized bibliography, reference may be made to the standard 
works on the topography and archaeology of Constantinople: Müller- 
Wiener, Bildlexibon; Kleiss, Plan; and Schneider, Byzanz, Where, how- 
ever, the site ts not discussed in the main text, or where available 
information is meagre or not easily located, site descriptions and biblic- 
graphic details have been given in this index. 
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Acropolis 
see Saray Burnu 

Alemdar Caddes: 
426.12, 431.12, 819,10, 967.1d, 1418.1a, тота, r$21.1a, 1539.12, 
1666,12 

Antiochus, palace of 
hexagon 
18.1a, 28.та, уула, 128.12, 128.22, тутла, 210.14, 234.12, 236.14, 
237.12, 249.12, 268.12, 268, 1b, 272.12, 272.22, 293.13, 327.12, 327.1b, 
328.12, 328,10, 332.12, 332. 1b, 333.12, 548.12, 362.12, 361.12, 362.12, 
363.12, 363.22, 363.32, 384.12, 423.12, 491.2, 496.14, $23.12, $42.12, 
622.12, 623.12, 624.12, 625.12, 627.10, 627. 1b, 653.1, 667.1f, 705.14, 
707.14, 711.12, 712.12, 713.13, 714.12, 730.12, 730.1b, 732.16, узел, 
730.16, 752.22, 732.12, 733.13, 74$. 12, 75312, 754.12, уурта, 758.12, 
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was discovered along the length of the road, to the north of its central 
axis, ata depth of 4 m. A vaulted cistern measuring 2 Х у m. was found 
half way along the read, and three oblique and parallel sections of 
wall were discovered ar the east end of the street, 

ісігі, ббб.ла 


Augustaion 


1159.13, 1333.12, 607.18 

base of the column of Justinian (Bardill, ация", 83 n. 67) 

Mass of brick masonry rising about 1 m. above the Byzantine level, 
nat far from an iron manhole cover of the drains. Found in 1934, to 
the left, under the trees before entering the court of Hagia Sophia 
from the south. Although Mamboury identified this with the base of 
the column ої Justinian, his conclusion is difficult to accept withouta 
precise indication of the location of the masonry. ‘The impression 
given by Mamboury's description is that the masonry was too far 
north то have belonged to the column, The site on which the monu- 
ment stood can be determined accurately, since it was replaced by a 
Turkish water-tower that appears in drawings and photographs (sec 
Бата, '*Lausus', 78 n. 45 and Stichel, ‘Sechs kolossale Säulen’). 
{сла 


Balaban Aga Mescidi 


26.12, 27.12, §2.1b, $1.1c, £3.12, 6.16, 199.14, 301.12, 370.12, 376.14, 
410,12, 418,12, 418.1b, 418.1d, 419.12, 436.12, $93.13, $97.12, $97.23, 
666.1n, 666.4n, 666.4ec, 666.14c, 667.12, 6бо.тЬ, 785.1b, 863.12, 
ЗбулЬ, 867.тс, 876.ta, 876.1b, 850.10, Ж8ҙ,та, 941.12, 1026.12, 
1113.12, I174-Ib, 1177.1b, 1241.12, 1242.12, 1276.3, 1289.13, 
1341.12, 1342.3C, 1448.1a, 1609.14, 1642.14, 1644.13 


77c.1a, 772. 1b, 85. 1a, 864.12, 877.12, 877.22, 899.22, gcc. 1c, 954.12, 
968.11, 969.1], 973-12, 979.10, 975. 1b, 990.12, 991.12, 992.12, 994.12, 
994. 1b, тоот, та, 1003.12, 1624.13, 102 5. I2, 1029.13, 1929.1C, 1029.23, 
гсуф,.та, тобі.та, 1061.22, 1149,Ia, 11%4.1а, 1181.12, 1182.14, 
"Па, 1186,2, 1106.13, 1175.13, 1287.13, 1294418, 1344-41, 
nib, 153312, 1639.12, 1640,13, tanim, 1648.12, 1728.12, 
1744-14, 1736.1b, 1736.16, 1738.22, 1740.15, 1740.1c 

rotunda and adjoining hall north of hexagon (Müller- Wiener, Sild- 
lexikon 238-9; Bardill, *Lausus") 

#у.та, r4z.ra, 475.1a, 618.rf, G67.1g, 737.1a, тогу.та, 1295.14, 
1454.13, 143 1 12, 1473.13, 1489.13, 1684.12 


Archaeological Museum 


see Istanbul Archaeological Museum 


Asir Efendi Caddesi (see also Cemal Nadir Sakagi) 


Bricks found (during the laying of drains) in a series of large vaults 
oriented almost north-south and located m Agir Efendi Cadden just 
тб the east of its junction with Hoca Kasim Köprü Sokağı (fig. М). 
Mamboury’s sketches are dated 1 5 July 1929. 

Бууга, 897.42 


Atik Ali Paga Caddesi 


Walls recorded by Mamboury on т2 November 1940, during the lay- 
ing of drains along Atik Ali Paga Caddesi. А stone wall, 1.2 тп. wide, 


Basilica, retaining wall of (Kleiss, “Neve Befunde’, figs. 2, 4; Kleiss, 
'Grabungen', 233-34; Miiller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, fig. 53 (В); Bardill, 
*"Lawsus', 78 п. 46) 
зоб, 831.22, 8.12, 842.1b, Borra, 1166.12, 1170.та, 1399.14, 
1651.13, Iyaa 
Beirut 
247.12, 247.1b, 897.24 
Beyaxit 
309.12, $64.12, 1639.12 
arch of Forum of Theodosius I (Forum Tauri) 
40.12, 2164.12, 351.12, 367.14, $E2.12, $82.1c, g82.1d, 582.22, 651.12, 
660.40, 666.4], 66у.гал, 630.12, yipta, уурта, 8206, 844.13, 
84 5.12, 974.12, 977.14, 978.12, 1004.1h, 1204.12, їсоб.га, 1155-12, 
1164.18, 1188.12, 1327.1a, 1474.13, 1480.12, 1492.13, 1402.14, 
1526.12, 1529.13, 1547.1а 
tomb (Müller Wiener, Bildlexibon 219) 
944.12 
Beylerbeyi (Dirimzrekin, 'Beylerbey") 
$84.12, 644.12, 676.62, 792.12, 8147.16, тосола, 1142.12, 1416.12, 
J$13.14, тўўз.та, "ала, тррр.га, 1456.12, тррула, 1560.12, 
1621.12, 1604.12 
Bezzaz: Cedid Camu, rums south of 
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1193.14 
Blachernai (Müller- Wiener, Вехі, ҙо1-7) 
242.1b, 242.12, 242.1€, 461.16, 462.12, 463.12, 465.12, 466.10, 467. 13, 
476.12, 660,11, 709.12, 812.12, 162 1.12, 1632.12, 1633.12, 1699,12 
Bodrum Camii (Müller- Wiener, Eildlexikon, 103-7) 
36.12, тоу.та, 218.Ta, 227.15, 298.12, 3oc.rb, 316.12, 434.12, 353. 71, 
354-12, 392.18, 657.1b, 662.12, 681.10, 747.12, 760.12, Sc8. 1a, 824.12, 
901.12, 1131,12, 1471.12, 1472.12, 1497. 12, 1564,12, 1 567. 12, 1638.12, 
1647.12, 1738.14, 174c.1a 
*Bath' building near 
i4. 13, 218.22, 324.12, 334-12, 432.12, 457.12, 568.14, 629,12, 749.12, 
799.12, 986. 1a, 1542.12, 1146.13, 14 10.13, 1612.та 
Bogdan Saray: (Müller- Wiener, Bildlextkon, 108) 
775.1a 
Boyacı Ahmet 5акабі, hypogeum west of (Bardill, "Lausus', 71 n. 20, 
fig. 3) 
555.1, $29.12, 435.12, $5 1.12 
Bryas, palace ої 
see Küçükyalı 
Burgaz Adas, Transfiguration church (Ousterhout and Akyürek, 
'Burgazada") 
біла, 1341.12, 1679.12, 1682.12, 168 La 
Büyükada (Prinkipo), $t George Koudonas 
738.1a 
Buyükada (Prinkipo), vaults (‘Kamares’) 
боса, 1244.14, 1663.18 
Caddebostam 
199.132, 200.13, 1592,12 
Cemal Nadir Sokagi, remains near (see also Agir Efendi Caddesi) 
uaib, 47.12, іла, 82,12, 117.13, 122.16, 123.12, 126.12, 139.12, 
148.12, 149.1b, 149.1c, 192.13, 193.IC, 194.12, 310.12, 311.12, 318.12, 
319.12, $08.12, 518.12, 622.12, 647.1c, 647.10, 765.12, 777. 12, зла, 
848.1a, 908.12, 940.2а, ого.та, годо.та, I5j7.1à, табата, ITIG.TÀ, 
1111.10, 11121233, 1115.1b, 1215.13, 1216.12, 1264.13, 1396.16 
1440.12, 1705.13, 1712.12, туулса 
Chalkoprateia, church of the Theotakas (see also Basilica) (Müller- 
Wiener, Bildlexibon, 76—8) 
256.12, 285.12, 397.12, 425.12, 479.12, обла, фола, 795. Ta, 884.12, 
$93.13, соза, ога, garib, garic, 956.12, 962.12, 985.та, 
1031.12, 1176.12, 1180.:а, 1227.13, 1237.1a, 1278.13, 1294.14, 
1342.12, 1522.12, 1536.12, 1737.2b 
Christ Philanthropos, church of 
861.12, 1268.12, 1348.14, 1349.12, 147%.та 
Cistern 
of Acuus (Müller- Wiener, ВИа{езл юп, 278) 
349.14, 480.14, 727.14, 1438. 1a 
of Aspar (Müller-Wicner, Bildlexikon, 270) 
266,12, $63.12, 963.15, 1228.12, 1220.13, 1306,23, 1636.12 
near Balaban Aga Mescidi 
1399.13 | 
near the Basilica Cistern (Yerebatan Sarayi) 
1627.12 
ої Binbirdirek 
241.12, 374.13, 1067, та, 1141, 13, 1197.13, 1546.78 
оп Boyaci Ahmet Sokağı (Bardill, "Lausus', 73, fig, 2) 
тойла 
on Divan Ali Sokagi 


$9.12, 126.50, 126.62, 148.32, 148.3}, 148.42, 148,52, 15 T. Ta, ty Ed, 
1474-1a 
in Great Palace, below Dleristyle 
sec Great Palace 
in Gülhane, near Bab-1 Hümáyün 
15.12, бұла, а, Eg rd, 176.12, 178.12, 178.1b, 179.12, 184.12, 
245-12, 245.12, 246.12, 2465.22, 411.12, 434.12, 454.18, рота, дурла, 
459.12. 482.12, 482.1 b, 483.12, 484.1a, 48 j.1a, 29.14, £$6.1a, 478.12, 
644.12, 701.13, 706.14, 726.12, 740.12, 894.12, 895.22, B9 4.32. 896.14, 
1007.12, I11$.I2, 1259-Ta, 1242.13, 1477.13, 1478.13, 1516ла, 
1563.12, 1649.12, 1642.13 
near Kanye Сати 
94 5. 1b 
af Mocius 
17 $.1c, 1406.1b 
on Мигиовталтує Caddesi (Müller- Wiener, Bildlexikon, hg. 391, 
cistern Еу/2; Kleiss, Plant, Fundortnummer усу Schneider, Byzanz, 
Cistern E; Forchheimer and Strzypowski, Wasserbebalter, 92-51, 
224; Kouppas, 'Oikodome', 5 1) 
197.13, 1919.18 
west of St George in the Mangana 
963.12 
near the Theotokos in the Chalkoprateta 
$67.13, I4 f I8 
on Saraselviler Caddesi 
13.12, тала, 35.12, Bata, Saab 130.12, 350.12, 442.12, 453-13, 
46c. 12, 451.12, 481rb, 481.1с, сал, $10.12, £11.13, 700,13, 764.18, 
1213.14, 1213.1b, 1213.1c, 1217.14, 1238.12, 1321.14 
in Sighane 
631.1b 

Diakonissa, church of the l'heatolos 
see LI nrversity excavations 

Drains 
see Mese 

Ешепе, Нара 
church of (Müller- Wiener, Bildlexibon, 112-17) 
223,24, 201.12, 294.12, 337. 1h, 666.4r, 666. cb, 667.10, 667.1 y, 674.1k, 
674.17, 676,3k, 676.gc, туте, R19. 1c, талі, 881.12, 912.15, 925.12, 
933.12, 967.1e, 967.14, O68.1a, 968,14, обо.ті, 1144.12, їтбт,га, 
1252.16, 1342, fh, 1361.1e, 1363.15, 1429.12, 1444.11, 1553.14 
excavation south of (1946-47 and 1958-60, Hospice of Samson?) 
$4.12, 55-1Һ, 99-і, 1д1.1п, 203.3C, 221.12, 226.12, 126.24; 400.14, 
461.1b, сос, prata, {Ёбла, бу2.та, 666.10a, 666.62, 666.72, 
666.14b, 667.1m, 667.1n, 667.15, 669.1d, 6z4.1h, буы, 674.10, 
674.05, 67 p. 1h, 675.32, 676. ya, 678. zb, ус, 772.16, 817.1a, B19.1g, 
8z1.1V, 926.ra, 057.34, 1064.1h, 1064.1c, 110%.та, 1118.1e, 1122.14, 
1121,13, 1134410, 12р8.га, 1281.16, губа, 1323,23, 1342.33, 
1342.42, 1341.5d, 1345.1b, 1358.1a, 1361.1c, іҙбтлһ, 1362.12, 
1363.16, 1363,15, 1357.12, 1382.16, 1194-12, 1735.1d 

Erenkoy 
£99.12, 6142.12, 666.20, 810.1], 927. 3C, 1314.12, 1449.12, 145 I. I3 

Exakiomon 
1619.12 

Fatih Camii (Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 405-11) 
366.12, 546.12, 862.12, 1626,12 

Penari Isa Сати (Müller- Wiener, Bildlexibon, 126-31) 
зыла, 74.14, 92.13, 98,12, 112,12, 209.13, 310.14, 337.46, 346.12. 
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498.12, $16.13, g41.13, 6Nc.1b, 720.13, 713.14, 796.13, 996.1a, 
I109.1€, 1141.14, Ізоула, I230.13, 1541.42, 1378.13, 1417.13, 
1469.12, E £40.13, 1723.13, 1720.14 

Fenerbahge 
185.12, 373.12, 1178.14, 1548.12, 1561.12 

Fethiye Camii (Müller- Wiener, Hildlexikasn, 132-5) 
124.12, 525,12, 346.13, 4 40.12, 464.13, £44.13, 649. 1C, 889,13, 1010. T4, 
179.13, 1724.12 
hypogeum near 
1463.12 

Forum Tauri, Forum of Theodosius I 
see Beyazit 

Galata Mevlevi Tekkesi, carly cemetery near (Mambonury, Fouilles ПГ, 

431) 
Byzantine cemetery found between Istiklal Caddesi and Galata 
Mevlevi Tekkesi when foundations were laid for a marriage parlour 
in October 1946. The excavated plot was 15.5 m. cast of the east wall 
ofa photographic studio on Istikla] Caddesi and on the south side of 
Yeniyol Sokağı Tt was 2.1 m. in width, extending for over 13 та. 
perpendicular to Yeniyol боа. Byzantine walls and several burials, 
particularly of children, were discovered, The rombs were formed 
from two curved tiles (с. бос Х зоо хаатпта (reducing 1025 mm. atthe 
centre of the long sides), touching along their shorter edges to form 
an inverted V overthe body. The apex was covered by a small, curved 
tile. The Byzantine burials were between og and 0.8 m below street- 
level, and the Mevlevi burials between 1.2 and 1.5 m below the street. 
1717.12, 1746.18, 1746.23, 1746.26, 1746,20, 1746.20, 1746.2€, 
1747.12 

Great Church 
see Sophia, Hagia 

Great Palace 
area Aa 
фуіла 
area АҺ 
бала, раб, 43.08, 140,та, ULIN, 145.14, 167,18, 18ола, 196.12, 
223.3b, 208.14, 21.1, 277.12, 279.12, 296,13, 306,1, 356. Tc, 308.13, 
337-3b, 370. 1b, 386.24, 386.2b, 386.2c, 386.20, 414.12, 416.14, 426.1a, 
427.12, 441. I3, 442.13, 443.12, 448.13, 477.12, 490.14, 497.12, 499.14, 
$55.12, р ы, popra, 616.13, буса, 666,1h, 666,22, 666.6b, 
665.172, 667.11, 674.1f, 676.90, буула, 685. 1a, бут. га, 722.12, 72 ўла, 
748.ла, 781.12, 787.12, 789.1, 806,12, 817. 1c, 823.12, 826.12, 828.10, 
828. 1c, 829. та, $30.14, B3 1.15, 851.52, S4 r.a, S61. rb, бот. та, 892,14, 
892.42, 892.42, £93.1c, 803.1d, 893.16, 893.24, 902.12, сула, 927.42, 
9o9.1b, 910.1a, 918.12, 918.1b, 918.1c, 941.1a, Іосолта, 1012.13, 
191%.Ға, тоту, icig.1c, тотса, 1021.14, 1027.13, II0j.I3, 
1109.13, r1o9.:b, 1159.14, rri19.1a, 1144.12, 1147.12, 1149.23, 
гірса, I162.12, 1163.13, 1203.1b, 1222.7, ті26ла, 117148, 
1397.12, 1317.12, 1329.12, 1330.14, 1331.12, 135320, 1368.13, 
1374.13, 1528.32, 1534.12, 143R.1a, rg76.12, 1648.12, 1662.13, 
1661.12, 1675.12, 1737.22, 1738.1b, 1743.22, 1744-22 
between areas Аһ and Ас 
252.12, 337-20, 683.14, 968. 1c, 1488. 1a, 1736.12, 1737.13, 1743-14, 
1744.12, 1744-13 
area Ас 
37.23, 79.22, Әр.іс, 104,12, 164.12, 169.12, 172.12, 176.1 b, 222.13, 
2451.12, 356.12, 267. 13, 175.13, 293.12, 205.1 b, 296.22, 336,12, 413. Ta, 
415.12, 421.12, 414.12, 475.13, 486, 12, 486,23, 487.12, 667.70, 663. 1b, 


666.4p, 666.44, 668. 11, 674. Tg, 674.22, 740.12, 746. Ia, 7659.12, 774.14, 
794.14, 821.10, 851.32, 83 1,62, $68, та, 899.42, 900.33, 907.12, 007.40, 
421.12, 966,1һ, 968,тс, 9бу.те, уут.та, гозба, 1158.12, 1203.14, 
12221.1C, 1271.14, 1271.16, 1171.52, 13659.1à, 1394.1a, 196.1, 
1397.1d, 1439.13, 1441.12, 1493.14, 1417.14, 1652.18, T43j.TÀ, 
1612.12, 1614.1a, 1675.12 
aréa Ba 
7.13, 9.12, 33.12, 34.131, 94. 13, 284.12, 667. tdd, 784.12, 65. ra, 912. та, 
1198.12, 1608.12, 1615.13, 1617.12 
area Ea 
see Zeuxippos, baths of 
area Ff 
289.12 
between area Ba and area Ab, terrace piers 
1421.12 
cistern below Peristyle 
101.12,1364.1à 
Penstyle and Apsed Hall 
{-та, була, 74.12, 129.12, TT3.1b, 189.22, 222.1d, 331.1b, 273.14, 
187.12, $70.24, 372.15, 376.12, 382. ra, уболла, 382.15, ргула, $23.1b, 
бас, 571.ra, 575.15, 618. 1b. 618, 1c, 618. ге, 619.12, 626, 1a, 666.1d, 
666.15, 666,1, 666.41, 666.46, 666.4bb, 666.4dd, 666,142, 666.142, 
667-16, 667.1cc, 669.16, 676.3 b, 676.32, 676. 5h, 78 с.1с, 78g. 1d, 785.10, 
787.1c, 787.1d, 795.12, 816.12, 816, 1b, 819.18, 820.1e, $20.1h, 82c.1i, 
821.1b, Bz1.1e, Bz1,1h, 82 1.1], 82 1,1, 857.32, B8o.12, 924.12, 961,12, 
964.12, 1063.12, 1236.12, 1247.13, 133412, 1337.13, 1337.1b, 
зда, 1342.8a, 1344.10, pin 136r.1a, 1393.1h, тудуль, 
1399,13, I399.1b, 1412.13, 1443.14, 1447.18, 1479.13, 1481.12, 
r485.Ta, 1494.13, 1498.13, 1409.12, 1$9C.13, Ij9II3, 15924184, 
1593.74, 1194.18, T$9$.I4, 1%96.а, I1$97.14, 1644.12, I69j.Ià, 
1696.12, 1718.12, 1719.1 

Gülhane (see also Cisterns in Gulhane, Hexagon in Gülhane) 
ruis north of hospital 
668.2b 
ruins south of hospital 
183.12, 429.12, 1993.1b, 1996.1b, 1766.18 

Haydarpaga 
131.1C, 927.00, 1372.17, 1473,14 

Hayriye Hanim Solrağı 
see Kible Sokag: 

Hebdomon (Bakırköy) (Demangel, L'Hebdomon) 
29.16, 78.12, 69.12, 70.12, B1, 12, 81.12, 115.22, 126. Bc, 126.80, 148.1, 
165.12, 195.12, 290.12, 344.13, 375.12, $17. 1b, 36.14, $73.12, $82.32, 
662.18, 666.1y, 666.12c, 681.11, 6E4.1a, 715.12, 7854.12, 756.13, 
799.1c, Sxr.rp, 831.82, 928.22, 911.12, 915.14, 946,10, TOTA Im 
алі, tiena, I1125.1C, 1129,13, тїсї, 1270.12, 1501,1й, 
густа, 132$.1b, r353.1a, t466.1a, 1440.12, 14gr.13, 1548.04, 
IíjO.12, тууга, 1669.12, r6ég.rb, 1669.Tc, тбус.га, 1671.12, 
1678.12 

Hesagon in Gülhane (Muller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 42-3) 
I6 T, 12, 382.22, 382.3, 383. Ta, 383.22, 424.12, 437-13, 566.12, (69.14, 
729.12, 837.12, 842.12, 1106.34, 11 19.1c, 1202.13, 104 $. 12, 1643.14 

Hippodrome (Müller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 64—71) 
219.13, 275.212, розта, $49.13, бола, (66.122, 747.12, 773.13, 
1221.13, 1171.14, ступі, 1402.13, 1646.12, 1647.13, 1737.35, 
1739.12, 1741.12, 1741-22 

Incili Köşkü, tomb near 


* 
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39.14 

Карі Mescidi (Miller-Wiener, Baldlexileon, 118-19) 
mpa 
ietrye Caddesi, remains on 

21,1C, 125.12, 125.25, 125.33, 125.42, 126.22, 126.3һ, 126.43, 126.78, 
26,8с, 127.12, 13 5.12, 148.12, 148.62, 656.12, 657.12, 875.12, 897.42, 
98.12, 899.2b, 952.12, 1112.12, 1326.04, 161 1.1a 
шіні Archaeological Museum, structures to the south-east of 
Baths of Alexander?) (Müller-Wiener, Sildlextkon, figs. 18, 27, 28; 
сап, Topkapi Saray: 136-40, plan sh, pls. 142-4; Ülker, Proje) 
33.12, 612.12, ббб.1х, 817.11, 1214.13, 1108,16, 1412.13 

n; Stoudios" church of St (Müller- Wiener, Ві ехійот, 147-52) 

ee Stoudios, church of St John of 

likày 

вза 

enderhane Camit 

IC, 12.12, тула, 32.12, 4% а, утла, тсо.та, 704.12, 120.12, 136.92, 
5%.12,207.12,213,13,131,18,1232,18,233.18,2%7.18,2%%,13,17%,18, 
З3.ка, 306.14, 525.12, 539.12, 389.12, 389.22, 390.12, 394.12, 401.14, 
81,22, 417.12, 417.15, 429.1b, $46.11, бтр 557.1, $76.1d, біб, 
16.1c, 618.12, 628.12, 637.12, ббо.тс, ббо.те, 665.9, 666.1], 666.10, 
66.44, 666.4h, 666.4hh, 676.42, 679.12, 685.32, 6S1.1c, 682.13, 
88.12, 717.1a, 778.12, 809.12, 819. 1b, 820.12, £47.12, 921.32, 904.12, 
07.12, 95 $.Id, 1015.12, тотб.та, IG2 1.12, 1233.12, 1037.12, 1040.18, 
041.18, 1041.12, 1047.18, 1054.13, 1069.12, 1074.13, 1086.13, 
092.14, 1118.13, 1133.12, 1133.10, 1139.12, 114812, 1146.13, 
169,12, 1173.13, 1235.13, rigga, I1260.1h, 274412, 1902.13, 
зоб.та, 1325.12, 1334.16, 134918, 1341.12, 1364.18, 1340.12, 
3711d, 1377.10, гулі, 1396.10, 1396.1g, 1397.1], 139B.1d, 
400.14, догма, Tinia, гатда, 141%.1а, 1424.18, 1425.1b, 
426.1a, 1429.12, I430.1a, 1431.13, 1437.1b, 1437.16, 1447.14, 
457.12, 1481.13, 1499.13, I499.1b, 1405.13, 1424.13, 1505.13, 
ұоб,та, 1598.12, r499.12, 1600.12, 1601.13, 1622.13, 1603.13, 
бод.та, 1685.12, 1686.12, 171 T.T4, 1720.12, 172 5.12 

lath 

62.2a 

Хог Church 

A, 1h, узла, 326.1d, 674.10, 853.14, 907.42, 947.22, 972.22, 1133.72, 
туз, 1244.12, 1344.12, 1379.12, 144 5, 12, 1691. 1À 

ліе (Pylae) (Mamboury in Mango, 'Helenopalis', 151—3) 

562.12 

чув Camii (see also cistern near Kariye Cami) (Müller- Wiener, 
dlexibon, 159-63) 

15.1Ь, 666.12d, 928.12, 1332.12, 1550.12 

pos and Papylos, so-called church of 55 (Máüller-Wiener, Bild- 
Шоп, 186-7) 

715.12 

‘eli Mescidi (Müller-NWiener, Bildlexikon, 166-8) 

46.1d 

їзе Cami . 

ee Vela Kilise Сати 

ile Sokagi (Berger, "Vavassore', 346 no. 23) 

tuins, possibly of a theatre, below Hayriye Hanim Sokagi ar the 
паспоп with Kible Sokagi 

151.14 

dar А разі Hamam 

ве Sait Efendi Sokağı 


Klod Farer Caddesi, remains west of 
see Ріусг Lori Caddesi 

Küçük Cekmece 
see Rhegion 

Küçükyalı (Bryas Saray?) 
133.14, туфта, 136.12, ббблаһ, тота, Sasab; 916.12, 1127.12, 
1429.12, 1456.12, 1674.13 

Kurgunia 
тб gd 

Kyriotissa, church of the Theotokos 
see Kalenderhane Camii 

Laleli Cami (near) 
1604.12 

Land Walls (Miller-Wiener, ВИШех оп, 286-307) 
була, 74-13, убла, уута, тола, 158.12, 175.12, 189,13, 217-10, 
119.12, 222.1C, 278.12, 302.12, 303.12, 306.12, 312.12, 314.1h, утула, 
325.12, 337. (2, 377.12, 382.12, 395.12, 398.12, 445.12, 496. 1b, одла, 
514-13, $43.13, здра, $47.12, 64910, 57 5.13, $94.15, 630.12, 632.1b, 
636. 1b, 638,12, 640.12, 642.12, 646. 1a, 665.12, 66 1.22, 666.18, A66. TV, 
666.4cc, 676.63, 694.12, 697.12, 715.23, 7 T6. 13, 718.12, 719.12, 744.12, 
750.22, 752.12, 752.1, 759.12, 762.12, 767.10, 785.11, 797.12, Bo2.1a, 
Вау. ті, 817.14, 821.12, 828.1d, 837.12, 848,12, 854.12, ута, 859.12, 
879.12, $79.1h, 888.12, 89с.та, 897.32, 917.14, 943.12, 948. 1a, 984.12, 
587.та, 995.12, 1032.12, 1234.13, 1045.12, 1042.1C, 10585. Ta; 1566.1a, 
1125.14, 1127.14, I135.14, паса, 1179.12, 1187.1a, 1189.18, 
ri54.Ja, 1214.10, із62.та, тібт.та, 1265,13, 1266.1a, 1284.12, 
[28B.rà, r29o0.013, 1203.1с, 130jI3, 1343-22, 1338.13, 1545-18, 
1359.13, 1359.10, 1359.1c, 1377.13, 1405.12, 1419.1b, 1458.12, 
1459.Tà, 1461.12, 1462.1, 1464.12, 1484.12, 1486.12, 1487.12, 1496. Ta, 
гүот.та, I$1$.14, 1927142, 1437.13, 1577.13, 1618.12, 1610.13, 
1626.12, 1634.12, 1667.12, 1672.12, 1698.12 

Lausus, palace of (so-called) 
see Antiochus, palace of 

Long Walls (Crow and Ricci, "Long Wall") 
666.Ba, 1757.1a 

Mangana region 
If j.TÀ 
church of St George in the 
188.13, 297.12, 666.32, 666.45, 67 1,1h, 681,10, 738.14, 1675,12 
еттеп 
see Cistern west of St George in the Mangana 
tombs 
138.14, 474.18, 1192.12 

Mercan Caddesi 
1199.14 

Mese, Byzantine drains of the 
15.10, 42.12, 202.12, 2тт.та, 388.12, 42c.1a, го2.1а, $76.1C, £77.12, 
577.16, 631.12, 641.12, 666.14, 751.14, 930.13, 957.18, 1194.13, 
1202.14, 120j.124, 1231.14, 1232418, 1233:1a, 123418, 1558.18, 
1377.1b, 1386.13, 1395.12, 1497.1 

Mesembria 
see Nessebar 

Mühürdar Emin Pasa Зока 
26.3, 46.13, 181,10, £02. 1b, ¢77.1¢, 793.12, E05. 13, 1143.13, 14 43. T 

Myrelaion 
See Bodrum Cami 

Nessebar 


12,1b, 12.1e, 1 16.12, 222.10, 281.12, 337-44, $83.14, $85.12, 587.13, 
$87.1b, $88.12, 489.ra, £Hg.ib, £89.1c, $89.1d, soar, фос, фот, 
$90.1d, 92.16, 90.1, $91.18, $91. rb, 648.12, &48.1]», 649.12, 789. ra, 
819,12, B74.14, 925. 1b 

Pendik 
200.1, 307.72, 924.12, 1126.12, 1413.12 

Perinthas (Marmara Еге із) 
$67.12, 1346,13, 1347.13 

Peykhane Sokak 
1248.12 

Philanthropos, church of Christ 
see Christ Philanthropos, church of 

Piyer Loti Caddesi, remains east of (Bardill, "Lausus', fig. 2, 73 n. 23) 
61.12, 124.12, 124. 1b, 151.12, 345.12, $42.22, 542.52, SELIA, бболӣ, 
666.11, 756.12, 766.12, 872.13, 1262. 1a, 1568.1a 

Polyeuktos, church of St (see also Saraghane) 
20.12, 21.12, 22.13, 88.ла, 89,14, 90.12, 91.14, 103.12, 119,1, 137.14, 
142.14, 187.13, 203.1c, 216.12, 282.13, 338.12, зола, 342.12, 347.18, 
368.12, 369.12, 407.12, 469.12, 471.12, $31.13, £34.13, $35. I3, £36.13, 
536.1, 537.12, 538.12, $40.12, ($8. ra, 633.12, 658. 1a, G6c.1b, 660.2, 
664.12, 665.13, 665.12, 664.3a, 664.4a, 666.1r, 666.43, 666.4b, 
666.132, 667. 1hh, 672.1b, бузла, 681.12, 681.22, 687.12, бод.га, 
775.12, 820.11, 821. 1m, 831.12, 851.74, 831,92, 832.12, 833.12, 834.14, 
834.22, 85 5.12, 837.12, 838. 1a, 845.12, 884.12, 958.12, 946.14, 976.12, 
983.12, 1629. 1b, 1044.12, 105 5.12, 1079. 1a, 1275. Та, 1077.13, 1077.24, 
1077.34, 1077.43, тоувла, тойола, Ionia, гобіла, 1083,34, 
1cB4.12, 1284.12, 1087.12, 1088.13, то88лЬ, товббоіс, 1089.12, 
IO9O.Id, 1601.12, IO93.23, 1094.18, IO96.12, 1097.13, тодб.та, 
1099.12, 1ICO.I3, 1121,13, ITOB.I3, ізсіла, 1244.13, 1247.14, 
1249.14, 1250.14, 1249.12, 1262.12, 1263.12, 1356.12, 1378.16, 
1386,1a, 1386.22, 1386.2b, 1387.1a, 1391.1a, 1393.18, 1396.14, 
1397.12, 1397.16, 14001, 1423.13, 1417.1a, 1427412, 1452.14, 
1588.12, 1683.12, туоъла, 1721.]a, 1708.13, 1709.13, I7IO.I3, 
1731.12, 1733.12, 173 ыа 

Руіде 
see Karakilise 

Rhegion (Küçük Çekmece) (Müfid Mansel, "Rhegion") 
6.12, 154.12, 265.13, 290.12, 305.14, 428.74, $36.1b, Birga, Sgx. 1b, 
894. 1a, сб,та, 1658, 1a, roo. rh, 1239.13, 1309.15, 1322,12, 14 14.13, 
1656.12, 1692.13, 1716.12, 1726.1 

Rumeli Hisarı 
336.14, 666.4gg, B17.1T, 1106,23, 1132.18 

Sait Efendi БаКа{п, ruins north of (Mamboury, 'Fouilles I’, 246) 
Mamboury records that, in 1921, west of the Bodrum Camii and its 
rotunda, and on the north side of Sait Efendi Sokağı, beside Kizlar 
Арам Hamam, were found two column bases similar to those 
supporting the porphyry columns in the exedras of Hagia Sophia. A 
mosaic of large black and white cubes was also found. Mamboury 
recovered one fragmentary stamped brick. (On his sketch plan af this 
area, Mamboury also shows a ruin with an apse at the junction of Sait 
Efendi болай and fhtisap Ağası Sokagi.) 
1537.1a 

Samanli Dag 
Езімг 

Sancaktar Mescidi (Miller- Wiener, Bildlexikan, 194-5) 
21.2 

Saraçhane (see alsa Polyeuktos, church of 8r) 


10,13, Qf. TA, 145.12, 144.12, зол, 613.32, 614.12, 743.12, 782.04, 
783.12, 988.12, 1392.13, 1406.12, 1407.12, 1437.1d, 1478.12, 1579.13, 
rj8c.1a, 1481.13, (Жала, 1583.12, 1584ла, 158га, т{#бла, 
1587.12, 1682.12 
Saray Burnu, finds on 
678.26, B18. га, 958.12, 1357.15, 13 B. 1a 
ruins on (orphatage of St Paul?) 
118, 1a, т68.та, 186.12, 364.12, 38 4. 1a, 396.12, 472.12, 618. 1d, буола, 
83 g.1b, 1175.12, 1541.12, 1542.12, 1442.15, 1542.16, 1 $43.12, 1668.14, 
1687,13 
Sca Walls ac 
79.1a, 79.32, 831, 5b, 831.50, 836.18, 1397. 1h 
Sca Walls (see also Saray Burnu, Sea Walls ac) (Müller-Wiener, Bild- 
lexikon, 108—195) 
jd, 16.12, 20.10, 27.16, 39.12, 47. 1b, 56.12, 115.1a, газла, 193.15, 
314.13, 223.12, 230.12, 241.IC, 248.14, 294.13, 33 f. 13, 186.12, 391.14, 
435.12, 492.12, $05.13, $53.12, $454. Ta, $86.13, $96.13, $96. 1b, 620.1c, 
Бот.та, 621.13, 636.12, 649.1b, 665.52, G66.1b, 666.92, 666.112, 
668.22, 672.12, 693. 1a, 708.12, 763.12, 811.12, B2 1.10, 849.12, 857.22, 
887.12, 960.12, 997.12, r528.1c, 1038.12, 1195.12, 1228.14, 1293.1d, 
1318.14, 1349.14, 1370.1a, 1389.12, 14уола, 1483.13, 1494.14, 
1519.12, IJAPA, I1j24.14, 152j.I1a, 165б,та, T66$.1d, 1693.13, 
1697.13 
Sekbanbag Ibrahim Aga Mescidi (Miiller-Wiener, Bildlexikon, 196—7) 
68.12, 147. ta, 578. 1b, 1014.12 
Sergius and Bacchus, church of SS (Müller- Wiener, Bildlexikon, 177- 
83] 
117,23, 176.1b, 1703.1a 
Silivri 
385.23, атала, 667.19, 676.1d, 678.10, fnrt, ggota, 1038.1d, 
T22 $.1C, 1599.1C, 1454. L3, 1465,13, 1507. 14, 1508. r2, 1631.12 
Singer Han, Beyazit 
114.14, 212.12 
Soğan Aga (for the church in this area, see Miiller-Wiener, ‘Hagios 
Agathonikos?'; Berger, Patria, 485, 593; Mango, Développement, 69; 
Berger, 'Regionen', 358-9) 
405,I2, {балла 
Sogukcesme Sokağı 
934.15, 934.2a 
Setrali Caddesi, remains in 
1312.11 
Seker Ahmet Pasa боа, remains in 
1165.14 
Sophia, Hagia 
Justinianic church of 
1.10, 3.12, 4.га, 8.16, trta, 128.1a, 166.12, 203.20, 203.26, 203.22, 
205.21, 203.21, 203.34, 204.12, 206. ra, 223.1}, 228.12, 229,14, 270.1a, 
337.16, 337-10, 337.32, 35 5.15, 440.12, £33.12, 66т.1а, 474.12, бозла, 
болта, боў.та, 606,12, 608. 1a, 618,2a, 663.12, 665.62, 666.11, 666.11, 
666.1z, 666.4c, 666.44 666.40, 666.4u, 666.4w, 666.4y, 666.4x, 
666.422, 666.4bb, 666.4, 666.411, 666.52, 666.14d, 666.162, 667.14, 
бул, 667.17, 667.15, 667.1u, 667. 1x, 667.111, 668. 1b, 668. 1d, 668.10, 
674.15, 674.16, 674.10, 674.1], 674. 1p. 674.11, 674.10, 674.1v, 674. TW, 
674.1X, 674.12, 675.52, 676.12, 676.3c, 676.1 |, 676.56, 676.6b, 676.6d, 
690.12, 692.12, 696.12, 771.18, 779.1a, 817.14, 817.1f, 817. 1h, 817.1j, 
Батий, 817.1 m, 87an, Srg.rh, Sarig, 822.16, 831.1c, 88c.1d, 
Ез. уа, 921.12, 932.12, 954.12, 965. b, 966.14, 967.12, 967.10, 967.12, 
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967.11, 967. 1k, 967.11, 967.10, 967.10, 967.17, 967.28, 968. 1b, 068. 1h, 
збу. та, 96g. rb, 969. тс, 969. rg, g6g. 1h, 969. 1l, 969.1p, 972.12, 971.1b, 
979.12, 981.12, 1023.1C, 1114.Ia, 1124.12, 1134.1h, 1158.12, 1242.1b, 
1251.13, 1267.13, 1272.16, 1279.13, 1281.10, 1284.13, 1284.1b, 
1398.12, 1342.3d, 1342.36, 1342.35, 1342.72, 1341.93, 13590.1b, 
1363.12, 1365.12, 1306.10, 1677.12, 1689.14 
Theodosian church of 
86,12, 111.12, 254.12, 285.12, 456,12, $49.12, 899.34, 959.12, 980.12, 
1191.13, 1736.12 

Sophtanae Palace 
see Beylerbeyi 

Staudios, church of St Jahn of 
24.fa, 173.12, 174.12, 177.13, 491.га, $94.Ia, Feira, 1206.12, 
1246.12, 1328.12, 1468.12, 1624.12 

Sultan Ahmet 
48.1a 

Таш su ile Aci Hamam, walls east of 
see Ticarethane Sokapt 

Ticarethane Sokagi, walls east of Та su ile aci Hamam and west of 

(Bardill, ‘Lausus’, 8c п. 64) 
goc.1a, дослі 

Tiyatro Arahi бокарт, Beyazit 
493.12 

Tokludede Mescidi 
B.12, 19.12, 27. 1b, ала, $316, 99.1a, 195.12, 250.14, 504.12, 378-14, 
418.1€, 468.12, 494.12, £21.12, 552.12, $38. 1b, $46.1b, 661. rb, 666. it, 
буола, 673.1b, 739.12, 787.1b, 814.12, 828.12, 8 56.1a, E63, 1b, бут, 
B69.1a, тола, 919.14, 942.18, 1026,24, 1048.18, 1094.12, 1109.16, 
1128.12, І1174-га, I1177.1à, 1276.1b, 1277.13, 1119.13, 134G.1d, 
1384.12, 1398.12, 1400.1¢, 1664.1a, 1усола, 1745. 1b 

Topalian Harm, ruins near 
Ruins in the area bounded by Hoca Ham Sokagi, Kaputcular Sokagi, 
and Kanrcioghi Sokat 


24.12, 241.1, 617.1a, 742.1а, 891.32, 892.13, 1972.18, 1347.Ia, 
1397.1i, 1558.12, 1559.12 

Tuzla 
b66.T4e 
St Glvkeria 
&80.2b, 681.3 

University excavations 

+ thureh complex (Theatokos of the Diakonissa) 
102,12, 15 3-15, 24 1b, 2 $9.12, 313.16, 676,1¢, 678.20, 811,10, 822,12, 
ro28.b, 1056.13, тсуб.2а, тізо.та, 1173:Та, табб,та, 1372.1b, 
1376.13, 1545.12, 1662.12 
great wall to the north of the church complex 
$8z.re, $8z.zb, бодла, 666.4k, 666.41, 666,12e, 667.1gg, 667. 1hh, 
676,3f, 676.3], 1653.12 

Vela Kilise Cumi (Müllez- Wiener, Bildlexikon, r69-71) 
45.13, 412,12, ода 

Yalova 
1282.13 
Valide Hamam (Mamboury, Tourists" Istanbul, боз) 
Repairs were made to the dome of the bath building in 1939. 
&18. 1b 

Yuga Tepesi church 
1162.12 

Zeuxippos, baths of (including Great Palace area Ea) 
12,14, 41.13, 64.1a, 66.13, 96.1a, 142.13, 263.13, 28o.1a, 313.13, 
31:13, 323.12, 337536, 372.12, 444.12, 47$. 1b, 478.14, £39.12, £72.24, 
627.12, 614.12, 619.1C, 649. 1d, 666.1c, 667.12, 668.13, 67 5.10, 675.42, 
675.6a, 698.12, 772.134, 771.23, zila, 929.13. 931.13, 972.18, 
іссдыіа, TOIM, тоҳгла, 1093.13, IIO4.I3, IIIS.1d, 1123.13, 
1223.14, 1224.14, 1224.1b, 1229.1a, 1269,12, 1313412, 1355.12, 
1342.56, 1361.15, 1382.13, r422.1a, 1423.14, 1434.14, 1436.14, 
I446.13, 1544.13, 1628.14 
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Тһе publicauons containing references to brickstamps are listed 
according to their dates of publication, 


Timoni, Promenades (1844) 
24,236 Toyota 


Salzenberg, Bandenkmale (1854) 
64no.I ÖTV 
é4n0.2 969,1g 
бапо. з 1284.1a 
Dethier, 'Makrikày" (1871) 
iino А  Á1441.1a 
rino А” 81.8а 
ібапо. А” 1450.14 
162 по. А, pl, ІА по, i (Біла 
162 па, A', pl. LA’ no. 10° acre 


162 по, A", pl. ЛА” по, 18° тбуола 
162 na. A, рі. ІА no. ту тббфле 
162 по. A, pl. lA no 16 — 1á6g.1a 
162 по. A", pL IA по, re” 1669.15 
іб: no. A^ pl. IA no. te" 344.12 
тбз по, A, pllA'no.il тёутла 
тёз no. A", pl. ТА” no. їт Віра 


165 no. E, pl. TÁ^ no. 2 бала 

163 no. E, pl IA по, у уста 

163 noga ph ТА” под тоў 

163 по. рі LA nas іңела 

тбд по, H’ pl- lA nod 582.3 

164 па, Ө”, pl, IA "no, у (top) 786.1a 

164 no. CY, pl. ЇА "по, 7 (bottom)  789.1c 


164 по, Гурі. IA" no, ВО 285.1f 


164no, DA ph lA nog суб. 
165 no. IB, pl. ТА” no. то 1366.18 
166 no. IT, pl. LA no. тт 1270.1 
166 no. ТА’, pl. IA nora agra 
166 по, IE", p. ЇА"по. 14 337.42 
166 по. 15, pl.IA/no.15 балар 
166 по, TZ, pl.ÍA no. 16. 1551.1a 


167 no. IH’, pl. lA‘ no. 17 


165.12 


167 по. ТӨ", pL. 1A na. 18. 1301.12 
"бу по. К. pl. lA'no.19 199.ra 
167 no. K',pl.IA no.15^ 189.12 
167 по, КА", pl. LA no. зо 1449.12 
167 по. KB'w', pl. IA no. зт 1678.13 
162 no. KB], pl. ТА" по, 22 — 888.12 
Mardtmann, Aonstaxtinopel (3873) 
pth fanta 
pay Tota 
Sorlin-Dorigny, "Letter" (1874) 
по.1 II2j4 


no.3 932.13 
no.3 1292.16 
no.4 %69.1р 
по. а 666.12 j 
no.gb  667.rii 
по. ўс 669.60 
по. 1  &76.6d 
по. б тёзї.1с 
по.7 2231} 
Sorlin-Dorigny, 'Inscriptians' (1876) 
Note that the paragraph preceding stamp no. 48 should refer ta поз, 
49-5 1, пої поз. 49-52, and that the text of stamp 19 bas not been printed 
та 1450.73 
:b(XIIhLegon) тақала 
re(JNTONI[) 851.8a 
aplr4no.r 136 а 
9сб.та 
nozia 
857.22 
1290.22 
joo. ra 
710.13 
1324.13 
ро та 
ббз.та 
жола 
Ij зуба 
га боса 
ір 7б5ла 
iš pl rno 2 туста 
17, pl tnag 1714.13 
18,pl.r4 по, 4 1704.14 
19,pl.14no.$ (зуб. 


ва ыу DO € D cA ім 


oor 
Bro ҥ {ү 


зо . 337.1d 
21 20533 
zz: 880.10 
23 торта 
z4 бола 
2$ уола 
16 785.12 
27 915.12 
28 58.18 
29 тотбоа 
за талія 
31 oÑ Ia 
qa,pligno.6 1349.12 
33 329.78 
54 473-14 
35 30918 
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36 їтөїс Curtis, Broken Bits, i (c. 1887) 
47 magta n0.21 239.1a 
38 1218.10 Curtis, Broken Bits, i (e:189r) 


зо (inscription not printed) | not catalogued 
jo тола 

ді, рі. запо у gazab 

42 684.18 

з рі. та по, 8 8 1102.22 

44 908.2a 

цу ÓI 

46 375.14 

47 94.12 

48, pl запо. то B3r.1c 

49, р. ї4 по, тт 134274 

со rağib 

$T $74.14 

уз piaga 

$3 їаўбла 

44  T261.14 

55 баба 

56 отізла 

57 айла 

$8 тола 

їй rËg.ra 

čo, pl 14 по. 12. 1028.1e 
61,pl 14 по. суб.14 

éa plina 13 1342462 

63 ізбіле 

ба r622.1a 

66 тобяла 

66 1625.12 

67 боула 
Sorlin-Dorigny, 'Marque' (1876) 
31$ BANET | 1865.12 

316 n, 1 JNHBATTEI 1620.12 
Paspates, Byzantisai Meletai (1877) 
188 374.14 

366 659.14 
Mordtmann, Diomedes (1882) 
2350.1 3141b 

2310.2 yota 
Lampalis, ‘Christian Stamps’ (1883) 
y15 (Athens) 967.ro 

$15n:4 (Berlin) 967.1p 
Curtis and Aristarches, "Anekdotoi! (1884) 
1: ло. КЕ" 239.1a 

rrna Kg 1624.18 

зо по," = 1448.14 

ҙ6 по. PMc” 1463,14 
Sideropoulos, Autonomos’ (1886) 
із: «Айла 

iz2 1623.12 
Papadopoulos Kerameus, ‘Thrace’ (1886) 
ту uaib 


по. ро 1463.12 

no.69  Вот.за 

па. fo 312.18 
Leval, “Archaiolopika’ (1888) 

Біб 6ooib 

617D' уут 

Br 1333.13 

brona.A 987.13 

бідпо. В 398.14 
&rg-6zosectonIV  r342.1a 
Gedeon, "Engraphoi' (188g) 

383. 4б 

382 ДАРІЧФАІ) onra 
382(ITETPOY МАҮҚАНРОҮ) 1124.10 
3892 (ВАРЕМО) 618.12 
382(ABAC) 619.18 

yoo Взтг 
Lampakis, Mong Daphnion (1589) 
87 with n. 3 (Athens) 967.10 
$7n.3(Berlin) o67.1p 
Albert, 'Anngon: (1891) 

38 бола 

39 16791a 

39 1680.12 

39 TOS Ta 

39 йр. 20 1351.14 
Sideropowlos, Byzantinat Epigraphar’ (1891) 
i6sectionI"no.z  $475.1b 
26-7,n0,E°2  1178.1a 
z6-7,nü.E'2 i$4B.1a 

216-7, по. Е2  r$6r.1a 
Forchheimer and Strzygowski, Wasserbebalter (1893) 
45,169. t75.1C 

49 1438.12 
Lethaby and Swainson, Sancta Sophia (1894) 
15600.01 будлу 

156 по.2 чубур 

156 по. у 1284.12 
Paluka, *Ruinen' (1895) 

y6fig. у 1215. 7a 

37 Проф тутула 

Paluka, "Zisterne' (1894) 

pog  T627.1a 

Van Millingen, Walls (1899) 

265 312.1a (mentioned) 
Meliopoulos, ' Auxentiou' (1952) 
bp ned (650.13 

Schuchharde, ' Anastasius-Mauer" (1201) 
ir3fig.9 66.Ва 

Lampakis, Mémoire' (1922) 

ts Ба, 15 967.10 


қ 
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Мейорошов, "Anekdotoi' (1054) 
73 927.13 
7% 13734A 
73 іҙугші 
73 2311€ 
74 fyab 
Antonindes, Hagia Sophia, 1 (тро) 
Bigg Erpin 
Еуп,ҙ6 :убаһ 
84 бр. ro 666.422 
84 а. їг бале 
By fig.t2 тла 
Ry fig. ту зден 
Ва р. р 66.12 


Meliopoulos, ‘Topothesia’ (1907) 
229 10j0.14 
229 (76.42 
229 INATIA 
22900.1 1940.14 
2390 nD.2  Ij$42.Iz 
229 по. у 790.14 
229п0.4 817.15 
229 по. 5 ІДІбла 
зусло. 1 б17.1а 
33ono.z 241.16 
2130710.3 I$$9.1à 
23000.4 Tohia 
зуопо, р 742.12 
231 зеспоп В^по, т Фҙула 
341 ѕеспоп B noz j47.1a 
ззізеспоп B'no. s — 1204.14 
231section B'no, 4 1248.Ta 
зугзеспопГ по. 1 127.24 
zjrsecuonl"no.2 1704.10 
231 їїз.1а(теппопей) 
231n0.6 240,148 
ізі лө. 891,44 
іҙіпо.8 f9z2a 
231n0.9 1 8ла 
231 по. ге 1ізділа 
231 По.11 1497.11 


Meliopoulos, "Niketiaron' (1927) 


зв; 957.76 
285 удт.та 
28$ Sars 


Meliopoulos, 'Rufinianai' (1967) 


28210,1 199.0a 
zÀ2no.2 202.12 
z28z:n0.3 r69go.ra 


Gottwald, "Ziegelstempel" (1908) 


48% nor уула 

485 00,2 41.га 

435 ma. 5/4 948.12, 1179.12 
дУспо, ро зола 

ҷӯр no, ё тёр. та 

43£n0.7 not catalogued (Turkish) 


Meliopoulos, "Та Honórarou' (1908) 
azr6no.1 зо) 
2160.2 1449.13 
ir6no,3 1441.14 
Siderides, Remarks! (1928) 
2318no.3 бебі 
218 по. 4 $99.12 
Xenakis, ‘Exakribdseis' (1910) 
1ióno.1 1126.та 
гй по. 2 124.12 
rr6no.$ 617.18 
116no.4 205.1 


George, 5t. Ерейе(1912) 
pl16no.t1 буте 
pliéno.3 967.1q 
рі 16 по. у ggal 
рі réno.4 968.10 
plióno.s 666.56 
pl.:5no.6 666.46 
pliéno.7 буда 
pliéno.B будаг 
pliéno.9 пәлі 
рЇ.тёпс.та улес 
pl 16 по, її 667.10 
pl тбпо.12  узгаб 
plina. ту 203,2f 
рі. 16n0.14 тасітс 
pl І6 п0.1% 93314 
plréno.r6 туд 
рі.ібпо. 17 1342.5b 
рі.тбпо. 19 1363.1b 
pl:6no.r9 1361.1€ 
pl. 16 по, 20 294.14 
рі. тб по. 21 ттафла 

Seure, ‘Antiquités’ (1912) 
узбе. 17 no. 1. 1631.1a 
j71fg.17no.: фола 
57% Ы. тупо.) 667.14 
і73 Пе. тупо, 4 бувла 
573 би. ту по.) котла 
уз Вр.тупо.ё  тров.та 
{73 бр тупо у 1454.12 
573 fig. г? по,8 1707.14 

Van Millingen, Churches (1912) 
79no.1 ag6.rb 
79n0.2 notcatalogued (Turkish) 

Mehopoulos, *Panteichion' (1513) 
фібпо її 925.12 
jona 307,782 
456 по, у 1413.Ia 
456nó.4  1416.1a 

Tsakalof, "Satyros (1913) 
26 1314.1à 

Wulzinger, ‘Substruktionsbauren’ (1913) 
ҙ fig. Я по. т 1215.1 
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4:4 
381, fig. ло. 2 туіҙла 
381,fig.8no.3  194.1a 
381, fig. 8n0.4 842.1a 
381, fig. по. у буула 
38r,fig. 8 по, б фойла 
381, fig. $ по. 7 765.00 


382  193.1h (mentioned) 


col баб по. у боола 


col. «46 no. ба 
col. 446 no. 8b 
col. y46 по, 8c 
cal. $46 no. gà 
col. 546 no. ob 
col, 546 no. gc 
сої, 446 no. od 
"cal. $46 no. ое 
col, таб по. 1c 
col, $46 по. 11 


337.1d 
203.34 
sord 
rog 1. 1b 
69.12 
72.12 
FLITE] 
ыа 
1124.12 
969.1р 


386, fig. топо, т 24т.та 
386, lig. 10no,2.— 1197.14 
386, üg. топо, 3 1546.14 
386, fig. rono. 4 1c67.1a 
386, hg. топо, 1141.12 
399, hg. ту r98.1a 


Mendel, Sculptures grecques (1914) 
538  їборла 

Unger, ‘Seraispitze’ (1916) 
fig. rono.z 1397.1h 
бе. топо. у 1388.1a 
fig. 1ono. ҳа 831.4 
fig. топо. ab Synge 
fig rono р 1668.10 
fig.rano.6 ёз{1ВЬ 
fig ronny 836.10 
fig, топо. ёд 186.12 


fig. топа, 8h 
Пе, топо.9 4 
fig. топо. то 
fig. топо. 11 
fig. 10 no. 12 
lig. топо. 13 
fig. топо. 14 
fig. топо. 15 
fig. топо. 16 
fig, 12 no. 17 
fig. топо. 18 
fig, 10 no. 19 
fig. to no. 26 
fig, 10 no. 2г 
fig. топо. 22 


168.1a 
96.13 
471.12 
384.12 
118.1a 
364.12 
639.12 
1541.14 
уәла 
793a 
"дас 
1§42.0a 
1541.1h 


1543.14 
117%.та 


Du Мезші du Buisson (1924-25) 
g2(nonvidi) 247.14 
Papadopoulos, ‘Note’ (1925) 
341 46r.1C 
Wulzinger, Baudenkmaler (1921) 
38,41,рі. 20 (00р) 153.12 
41 pl. 2o (middle) 1372.12 
4I pl.2n(bottom) 341.18 
Papadopoulos, Blachernes ( 1928) 
145 балып 
146 по, т 475.12 
дб no. 2 4653.12 
Gray, ‘Brickstamps’ (2929) 
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тупо, 1  1118.14 
55 по,Ҙ;2 1434.14 
$570.53 тофыла 
$570.34 бабла 
jjno.3j 931.14 
$5n.36  g20.ra 
5580.37 77224 
ўў по. 39 бурба 
%4по,10 1628.та 
proomo ббла 
фупосді 152.14 
сб по. 42 g82.1¢ 
5600.43 1327.14 
56 по. 44 734.14 
{б по. 4; 1006412 
тб по. 10 478.12 
уб по. 47 649.10 
{б по. 48  1446.1a 
{б п0. 49 475.1 
Meyer-Plath and Schneider, Landmauer (1933) 
по. то 76.13 
по. 2.1 фа 


по. 2.2 $447.14 
по. у баба 


по, 26.4 303.18 
по,27. уды 
по.27,2 377.14 
по. 27.1 398.13 
по. 29.1 837.18 
по. 28.2 8зула 
по. 29.1 (266.13 
no.29,2 табұла 
noya 312.13 
по. 30.2 13501) 


"Talbot Rice, ‘Bodrum Camir (1933) 
nO.I зуфрла . 
no.3 629.1 
по.) азама 
RO.4 457418 
по. ў $68.ra 
по. 6 79да 
по. 7 1146.12 
по. 8 44.1a 
ho.9 ола 
по. то 218.19 
по. її б.а 
ло 13 316.13 
по. їз 24.19 


по. 4-1 


744.12 


Soteriou, Hagia Sophia (1917) 
ёд 566.433, 1.13, 203.2h, 969.1c 
Mamboury, ‘Mara’ (1920) 
328 (Magnus Presbyteros) 916.1a 
318(BAAYSA) 136.12, 1456.10 
339(IIOA Y). 1626.13 (mentioned) 
Meliopoulos, ‘Investigations’ (1921) 
9 907.40, 6142.14 
Ebersolt and Мастіду, ‘Monuments’ (1922) 
391, fig.25 1305.14 
Leclercq, ЕзізтірШез (1922) 


сої. 54% па,1 рома 
cal.$4$no.2 £383.18 
col. {др по. у 956.14 
col. дупо. 4 ї1о7.1а 
сої. «45 по, 157,28 
сої. таб по. 6 — 1292.23 


fin. f 204,21 
{їп.1 SIPIN 


$3no.1 619.18 
ғала, 1361.1f 
$3n0.3 agara 
jjnOo.4 1123.1а 
5300,4 тохта 
$3no.6 1513.18 
ўзпо. 7 1423.18 
сзпо 5 263.18 
53П0.0 %7і2а 
5100.16 бала 
гупо. 11 3373€ 
{3пб.112 tapia 
54 по, і) ббу.Ії 
fq 0, 1а 1446.10 
pner бта 
$4no.16  r$44.13 
54 по. 17 1259.14 
запо, 18 рута 
54по.19 ула 
4 по. 2с 423.18 
400.21 бот.ла 
запо. 22 515.14 
$410.23 фата 
Т4 по. 14 1422.13 
запо 2р 1555-18 
j4n0.26 772.13 , 
$£00.27  1224.1h 
$5no.28 1204.14 
рупо. 29 122418 
ідо. јс  га9у.1а 


по. 2 7фола 
по. д.1 Bonta 
пб. 4 767.12 
по. 51 gaa 
по. 5.2 084.12 
по. б 987.14 
по.7 тойла 
по.8 $88.14 
по.9 japa 
Ho. ra 1626,1a 
по. тт II179.1a 
по, 12.1 828.10 
no.iz, Brgiq 
йо. lag  &66.1v 


na.14 az7.1b 
по. iy SoS.ra 
ПО. ІЙ ога 
по,17 1471.1а 
по. 15 булі 
по. тд ІГугла 


Mamboury and Wiegand, Katrerpaláste (1934) 


no.:3 11%рла 
по, 14 278.18 
по. її добла 
по, ré  $43.1a 
no.:g орала 
по. ТЯ 1477.13 
по. 19 буб.ба 
по. зо pagat 
по. 2т S49.1a 
по, 22.1 graila 


310.1 33$.1й 
10.2 {биа 
i2no.t 1616.12 
I2n0.2 1бту.та 
i2n0.3  é67.1dd 
12n0.4 784.14 
rgno.r rozbie 
тупо. 2 193.1b 
16 убула 


20 (септе, centre) 248,12 
1c (centre, tight) 223.12 
ao(bottem) зот 
zo(top) 664.54 
ao(centre, left) ¢ 94.24 
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16 828,1, c, $29.14, 830.14, 9c9.1b, отола, 918.1a, b, c, 922.13, 


1737.22, 1738. 1b, 1743.22, 1744.20 (mentioned) 


38 (top right) 817.1c 
38 (top left) sh 


no,22:3 43z. Tb 
no.23 948га 


38 (centreleft) 41.12 
38 (bottom left) 675.1c 


поза 1260.14 
1.25.1 1338.18 
по 25.2 1333,20 
no, 26.1 §14.0a 
Ис. 26.2 gota 
no,z6.3 біп 


38 (centre right) Ё®зүла 
38 (bottom right) wad 
4ü(tóp) бола 
qa(botrom) zgra 
43 тома 

Laurent, ‘Inscriptions’ (1936) 
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229 lig. p 230100.1 949.10 
225,230п0.2  193.1d 


Mamboury, *Fouilles Г (1936) 
339 туола 
Mamboury, “Tchifte 5érail' (1036) 


172 (top) 


{9а 


туа (battom) була 


173 (top) 


бала 


173 (bottom) 66.1a 

Schneider , 'Sophienkirche' (1936) 
#апо. 1 899.40 

#4 по. 2 б.га 

Schneider, Byzanz (1936) 
94-9570. 18 1193.14 


93 no. 13 
95 sect. 18 
96, 27 00. I 
96,27 ПО. 2 
96.17 по. 3 
96.17 по. 4 
06,27 no. у 


1151.13 

not catalogued 
241.1b 
140.14 
Borja 
foz.2a 
617.12 


Schneider, 'Ziegelstempel' (1937) 


163 па. та 
163 no, 1b 
263 no. Ic 
264 по, та 
264 по. re 
264 по, 1f 
264 no. tg 
264 no. 1h 


76.12 
77-12 
1305.12 
294.14 
1145.14 
1440.13 
1446.13 


1544.12 


264 по, 1 1.12 


z64 по. 3 
264 по. 4 
264 по. ў 
264 no. ба 
264 по. 6b 


86.1a 

118.1a 

t751 
240.12, 241.1a (apparently erroneous) 
241.1b 


2654n0.7 120.14 


264 по,8 335.12 
zá4no.9 464.1a 


264 no. то 
264 no. 11 
264 no, 12 
254 по. 13 
264 no. 14a 
264 no. 140 
264 по, 14с 
244 по. 14d 
264 no. 14€ 
264 по, щі 
265 rio. 15 
255 no, 16 
265 no, 17 
265 no, t8 
26% no, 19 
265 no, 20 
265 по. 21 


$99.1a 
босла 
704.12 
662.14 
715.18 
тумна 
71%-та 
763.12 
799.12 
768.1a 
867.12 
163.11 
1146.12 
1295.12 
1197.12 
381.12 
1293.1 b 


265 nà. 22 
265 no, 23 
265 no. 24 
зб ло. 24 
26% по.26 
265 по, 27 
245 no. 28 
26% no. 29 


"265 no. зо 


265 па, 312 
164 no. 31b 
збу по, 31 
265 no. 3) 
26 no. 14 
165 по. 55 
265 по. 36 
265 па. 37 
265 по. 33 
265 no. 39 
265 no. до 
266 no. 41 
266 no. 42 
266 no. 43 
266 no. 44 
266 no. 45 
266 no, 46 
266 по, 47 
266 по. 48 
266 по, 49 
266 по. {© 
266 no. 51 
266 по. {т 
266 по, 55 
266 по, 54 
266 по. 55 
266 no, 56 
266 по, 47 
266 піз, 58 
266 no. 59 
166 no, бо 
266 no. бі 
266 по. 62 
266 no. 65 
267 по, 64a 
267 no. Gab 
267 по. бас 
267 no, 64d 
збу no. бле 
267 no. ба 
267 no. 65 
167 no. 66 
a67 no. 67 
267 no. 68 
257 по. 69 
збу по. ус 
айу nn. 71 
167 по, 72 


1305.74 
1324.14 
Зла 
ob. 1a 
168,12 
уяла 
328.13 
gly.ta 
496.14 
g27-tb 
$o8.ra 
617.12 
446.13 
899.32 
ооб. га 
1272.13 (erroneous), 742.13 (erroneous) 
1174.Tà 
1224.1b 
1269.12 (erroneous) 
1327.12 
12.1d 
$6.1a 
ыза 
$8.1a 
бета 
тума 
Irgi,ia 
164.14 
113.13 
223.21 
366.12 
ҙууас 
475-12 
478.12 
2-2 
віта 
546.16, $39.12 
§f3-14 
ТЕНІЗ 
$73.12 
1549.12 
614.12 
649.1d 
675.62 
Засла 
Вітає 
ббё. 6a 
боса 
Бис 
698.1a 
not catalogued 
7712-22 
1628.14 
тала 
847.12 
885.1d 
931.13 


267 nà. 73 
267 no. 74 
абр AD. і 
167 по. 76 
167 no. 77 
267 no. 78 
267 nà. 79 
268 no. Во 
268 rio. 81 
268 no. 82 
268 no. 85 
268 no, By 
268 no. 8; 
263 na. 86 
268 no. 87 
268 no, 88 
268 по. fo 
258 no. до 
268 no, 91 
208 по. 92 
268 по. 93 
268 по. 94 
269 по. 95 
169 по, 96 
269 по. 97 
2б9д по, 98 
269 по. 99 
269 nó. Тос 
269 no, ІСІ 
269 па. roz 
169 по. 103 
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933.1a 
921.12 
1670,14 
пог caralogued 
9уьта 
істіла 
1218.14 
1123.12 
1125.IC, 1129.12 
тоба 
1093.12 
1261.12 (erroneous), 1296.14 (erroneous) 
t271.1€ 
1313.1à 
1335.12 
1118.1d 
1284.12 
1408.12 
195.12 
842.12 
фо8.за 
g27.1a 
949.12 
969.1b 
81.2 
зол 
ogra 
1361.1g 
1342.3d 
1361.4f 
то28,1С 


Demangel and Mamboury, Manganes (1939) 


16, fig. 16(and 15 with rm. 2) 47.1b 

16, fig. 17no, z(and 15 with m.a) лла 
16,fig. 17 no. z(and rs withn.2) pard 
16,fig. 17 no. 3 (and ту with n. 2) 666.r1a 
r6, fig. ту no. 4 (and 15 with п.2) 666.ib 
29, fig. угао. т 666.30 

29,fig.31n6.2 бутлі 

19, Пе. 31 по. ) 666.48 

29,fig.31n0.4 681.10 

29, fig. 3200.1 гула 

19, fig. 320.2 туфта 

zg,fig.33no.7 297.та 

29, fig.3300.2 748.10 

19, fig. 3310.3 1674.08 

29,hig.37n0.4  188.1a 

37.fig.44 10. т 138.02 

37, fig. 44no.3 474.18 

35íig44no.3 1192.13 


fig. Go по, 
fig. 6o no. 2 
fig. бо no. 3 


1268,12 
Bá1.1a 
1474.12 


8: fig. 88 по, t (апр. 77) 492.12 
Stig. 88 по, 2 (and p. уу) &66.9a 
Sr fig. 88 по, s (апар. 77) бан 
Зт Пр, 88 по. 4 (and p.77) іздола 


84 fig. өз (rop) (and p. 78) 668.22 
84 fig. 92 (barram) (and p. уй withn.2) обла 
до,0,4  404.1a (mentioned), 426.1a (mentioned) 
104, fig. 119, no, 1. 1106.32 
тод, Пр. 119,no, з 817.1a 
год, fig. 119,00. р $69.14 
год, ig. 119,n0. 4 1200,12 
том, lig. 119,00. ў 729.12 
Remezi, 'Sophienkirche' (1539) 
cal. r78 left 676.5с 
col. 178 right 1253.18 
Swift, Hagia Sophia (1940) 
fono.: Fizan 
опо, ш 665.423 
anog 96g.1g 
fono.4 166.12 
Schneider, Westhof (1941) 
6no,1 Ябла 
бпо. 2 899.30 
бепо. з ола 
6no.4 бап 
6no.$ Tr. Ta 
éno. 6 with Corrigenda  1191.1a 
6no.7 with Corrigenda — 286.12 
6fig.1 1732.12 
26по.1 (666.44 
ібпо,2 676.3h 
збпо. у 337-10 
16по, 4 9б9лЬ 
26по, ро 1272.1e 
z6no.6 972th 
2600.7 paraa 
абпо,8 боҙла 
26n0.9 674.44 
26 по. то 1677.12 
26 по, тт 228.14 
:26п.:1 965.th 
igno.r 1263.34 
з по. 2 676. 
Emerson and van Nice, ‘Preliminary Report’ (1343) 
416n.35 674.10 
Schneider, Матупов (1943) 
hg.2 975-th 
Lauffray, “Béryre’ (1944-45) 
3rfig.1. оу. за 
за 247.14 
Schneider, ' Aquüdukt' (1944745) 
Col уу 1635.12, 245.15, 821.1 
Col.76 678.15, 68.12, 147.1a 
Ramazanoglu, Sainte-/réne (1946) 
fig.2 ббулу 
Пр. з Валс 
figp.a 1444.1 
fig.§ papra 
fip.& обла 








i 
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Velkov, ‘Basilica’ (1946) pligno.76 yiyit | 21 fig. у (bottom centreleft) 1344.1¢ ісу fg. 2110.7 уЁулй 
égno.1 589.14 рі. 14 9,70 38e.2b a1 fig. т (bottom селге грім) 1342.4b гоу fip arno 5 618.10 
бо по. 2 684.16 рі тд по. ёо 847.34 2; fig. 3 (bottom farright) 1442.10 175,Bg.36 no. 1. gora 
69no.3 осы! р!. 14 по. Яза, 4р S19.1e бе. alata 17§, fig. 3600,2 1483.1a 
бо по.) удо. plt4no.85 961.18 i43(IOYCTINIANOY NIKHTOY) бла 175, fig. 361a. у 1494.12 
бапо. $ 281.1a рі. тдпо, 86 уйла Emerson and van Nice, ‘Collapse’ (1951) 17у, 18-56 по, 4 1228.18 
СР1(194у) P r4no.87 1234.14 | тоҙ fig.t2  g6g.1h 17s fig. 3600.4 27.10 
pLigno.: 1498.12 әрі, 14 п0.88 трод.та геҙ fig. r2(justvisible) 1363.ra Dirimtekin, "Beylerbey" (1949) 
pligno.2 1{93ма Mamegris, ‘Hagia Sophia’ (1947) ' Firath, "Trois églises (1951) 11,27 tojota 
рі. 14 по. з 1718.1a 289 667.1y, 819.10, 957.33 172, 177 pl. z(b) na. 1 1028.15 ту а9цо, 10 рута 
pl. 14 no. з danh Firatl, Tuğlalar (2949) | 172, 177 pl. z(b) no. 2. тоҙбла 13,29 n0.2 644.12 
pligno.7 1719.10 si теа КЬ 172,177 pl. 7(b) по.) 1372.1b 13,29 00.3 1694.18 : 
рі. т по. В #зт.їп Іі; 6782d 172,177 pl.7(b)no.4 676.10 13,29n0.4 1%ула 
рі 14 п0, 10 урза 15 969.18 172,177 pl.7(b) по. ў сала 13,29 ME тата 
рі. 14 по. 11 т{дбла МЕР F 172, 177 pl. 7(b)no.6  1286.та 13,29n0.6 1513.12 
р. 14 по. та 1597.1a d Ae (1949) 12. ауз АИ асу "яка 13,29 0.7 1556.12 
рі.14 по, 14 964.12 к Mo poseen | 172, 177 pl.z(b)no.8 Bazta Dirimtekin, "Blachernes' (1969) 
рі. 14 по. 15 1j9r.1a жа. Т. Saeki 171,177 pl z(b) по. о 1445.1a 22,31n0.1 4біла 
phi4no.16. 1355.12 кова pate 172, 177 pl. z(b) na. 10. 678.24 iz31no.1 241b 
Рі м ee. 17 дою ен? Duyuran, Фа нн ср 22,31по. у 2фале 
4 > em E A 1а 477 по-б 398.1a [ зу Па. rp. пәм | 22,31n0.4 466.та 
T и р 13 Mets 4$6no.7 бла e 37 hg. r6 поид І | i 153150.$. бота 
edd sine п | Str ee || дат ды. 
pligno.2$ 1495.14 4g6no.8bi rozc 221 667.19. 819,16, 957.32) ,jIno.7 1699. 


рі 14 по.26 287.1a dae ҮЕ Duyuran, ‘Palace of Justi¢e ШІ (тод) Sree Eala ne стан ЗУ) 


pl:4no28 тула 457ne, 10. 1399.1d бата соба 86 notcatalogued 

pl. та по. 29 8тбла She Dr 1397. 1h fg.7c 1182.1a | Dirimtekin, ‘Room’ (тобо) 
| j7no.12 119911 | | 1 

P ERO LO 269448 Hi no. 13 in Ramazanogln, 'Irenen-Kirche" (1951) = and4o 169.18 

p I4 no. 32 rede i34andfig.g $86.12 Dirimtekin, ‘Saraghane’ (тоба) 

рІ.140.3; 380a 


478 по. 14 1397.14 hg. та (ей) таула 


458 nc, ту 1397.10 Е усе, Зе Вапһан (1954) a 
, 14 Ho. 1 414 Е Üe | 
E А А. Dn 458 nos. 16, 17 not catalogued (Turkish, and not, as Mamboury 158 fg. то ronpia fig та (right) 831.72 
pl.14n0.36 Зола believed, two different stamps) | Eyice, "Remarques" (1955) Mango, ‘Review T (1960) 


4590.18  $08.1a jud fi usd 68 1364.1a (mentioned) | 
pl.14n0.37 1334.18 94 оз 1102.1 68n.2 787.1d (mentioned) 


pl. 14 nO. 39 I TERE Mamboury, "Nouvelle lecture’ (тада) Maletskos, '"Plinthos' 1 м'я - | 4 
pl.14no.4r тота 119 1296ла azap узт 3 a 955) кина, "Fouilles' (1962) 
pl.t4mo.42 139745 yo xia ago,pl 3.2 193.1€ DONY | SERT 
pl14no.43 785.1d ізі 396.13 xo. БЫЗ t4ottb noa ézj.1b 
pl145o.44 6764Һ 123 1006.13, 13.13, 427. rà, 96 $ 1b, 1444-18, 396.10 270, pl. бал тавтлс по, у IOÓ4.1C 
рі. 14 по. 45 ѕесрі. 14 по, 83a ІЗ) 1231.13, 94.13, fala 323.13, 14 3.12, 766.14, 795. Ta, пе cat- 270(@EQ AIKAIN) лама (mentioned) nOo.4 674.15 
plr4mo.46 ВтблЬ alogued, 1707.12, 1192.12, 1314.72, 662.12, 1290.22 НІНЕ ns | 666.1aa 
pl. 14 DO. 47 169 pora 124 бота, 629,14, 323 ла, 667,.1y, 8191с 272, pl. $4.3 967.1] по. бо 226.24 
бі бық A tees i мее Д д this article bad generally been previous: руын» Беране (1995) Aeg pii an 

ы PERUI pl&A тоо4.тЬ ee у 
pli14no.$2 6764Һ published, and should be located according ta the references given by pl 6B 1547.18 Talbor Rice, Byzantines (2962) 
рі.лфоо. 56 1694.10 Mango. The published brickstamps for which Mango gives no reference, pl6C 164.18 Втр. д Sarak 
p.i4no.g7 6]6.зе and the previously unpublished brickstamps are as follows: | ‚ S Besevhev, Inschriften (1964) 
рі. поб: 820,11 igfig.ta notcatalogued (Turkish) | ОРІ (1934) x тоҙ no. туар s4no. тұт оле 
pl.14no.62  1393.1b 1gfig.rh noteatalogued (Turkish) pu аз куланар тоупо. 153ЮБрі. 55$ по, 152 $89.12 
pl1:4no.63 1479.12 zofig.2(top) созыла toy Пр. 21 10.1 $71.13 103no. 1g3cpl.ss$ no. гуу 8б 
pl.14no.6g 1482.12 зебр. 2 (Бопот) 17.1a тоў fig 1 жа за е ro3no. 153 d pl. 5$ по, tja goitia 
pl 14 по.77 1344.1c зі ђе. з (toplek) тубт.те хау В: эт ў. Tashia сол no. тёр], 6 по. туу $88.1a 
рі.14по.7; 372ab ar fig, з (top centre) то28.1е 187 Hp s3 обо inge 193 no. 153 £pl. убпо. 156 әсл 
рі. ід по. 74 1485.13 ar Вр. 3 (top right) rroz.2a 5975р желің абаб таз по. rjj gpl ўбво. 157 shore 
pLiino.z$ тубтла at fig. 3 (bottom far left) 1348.18 yorhg irao A ggah taj no. 153 gp pl. 57 no. 58 0 $90.1c 


=== --- --- EEG - A 
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toy no. 153 h pl. 570.159. 648.1b 
103 no. 1531, pl. 57 no. тбо о 281.12 
ina no. rj4 pl. 59 по. 161: 874.1a 
rag pl. ўй по, réz 48 зла 
Dirumtelin, '"Selymbria' (1965) 
запо. 1 676.14 
з2 00.2 4$L1a 
запо.) 384.22 
запо. до  I22g.IC 
запо. ў төзімі 
запо, б 14ббла 
зупо. 7 139916 
33n0.8 Өзіме 
Harrison, 'Polyeuktos" (1964) 
pl. 269 Пр. 6. 812.12 
Naumann, ‘Antiochus-Palasr’ (1964) 
144 1295.13 
Pasadaias, А пбупета (1965) 
тәріз” атала 
Kleiss, ‘Grabungen’ (1966) 
fig. qa 25бла 
fig.gh 98а 
Нр.т2 ұза 
Mango and Hawkins, "Fenari Isa Сати!" (1968) 
по. то 741.12 
no. gira 
по. з 92,12 
по. фо гла 
по. ў ттсо.те (1тсд,та, h, d, e, 1112.1a mentioned) 
по. б 1342.а 
по. 7 337-4 
по. 5 1378.1a 
no.9 аула 
nolo угла (794.14, 795.1a mentioned) 
по. їі @ балд 
по, т2 209. 1а(210.та mentioned) 
по. 13 26ла (26.12, 27.12, b, 28.1a, 31.1b mentioned) 
по. T4 1469.13 
по. ту 326.12 
по, 16 346.1a(345.1a, 348.та, 349.1a mentioned) 
no.17 498.та(496.та, b, 497.12, 499.12 menuoned) 
no. 18 2$.1a 
поа, 19  1143.12 (1149.12, 22, 1150.22 mentioned) 
по. 20 1207.1a (1205-14, b, 1216.1a mentioned) 
no.21 1230.14 
no.21 1ұдо.ла 
no.23 710.13 
no.24 713.13 
no.25 796.12(1287.12, 1293.1C, 1294.13 mentioned) 
00,26  1729.1a 
nó.27 TINTA 
по,28 дубла 
Firath, ‘Important Finds’ (1969) 
iR2,fig.2 бағыт 


Harrison, ‘Long Wall’ (1969) 


s36n.17 666.8a 
Ognenova-Mannova, 'Brques' (1969) 
год по. 1, rrohg oy росла 
i11nos.zand3 90.16 
їтї по.д,тіс һи, 96 ұйула 
rirno.¢ Вул 
ігі по, б,ттоЙйр,ду Вста 
ы поз. у апа B, 1108р. g8, 111 Пр.9о 923.10 
тітпо.9, 1їз Бр тоб тал 
ттт по. fo, 112 fig. 101 tate 
111-2 по, 1rand ті, rrafig. тоз бата 
11370. 13, ig, 103, t14 figs. 104 and тор 222.1 
115 по. 14, 115 figs. rog, ioy 648.ta 
113-4 по. 15, 115 Нр. 168. 789.1a 
114 nos, 16, 17, 18, 19, 115 fig. 109 337.42 
114no.20,116fig. Ile тїбла 
114-5n0.21,116 fig. 111 819.12 
rié(mentioned) (рога 
Eyice, "Tuzla' (1972-73) 
эу withpl ir 666.14¢ 
Saffer, "Museum of Ancient Brick’ (1973) 
64 1367.14 
Ötüken, ha Kap: Mescidi (1974) Е 
505,375 рі. 14b — &15.1a 
Peschlow, Jrenenkirche (1977) 
224 fig. опо. 1 холі 
224 fig,jono.2 881.12 
214 fig. j5 no.3 67646 
zi4fig.jono.4 6764Е 
224 Ыр, зоги, у 666.14 
224 Нр.ҙопо,6 1420.12 
зад fig.jono.7 1553.18 
224 fig. yo no.8 291.12 
Blöndal, Varangians (1978) 
188 1463.14 
Mango and Ševčenko, "Inscriptions" (197) 
24n0.33 Bzr.1f 
Sadini, 'L'Artisanat' (1979) 
74lig. rnoa.1 бла 
74fig. 1no.2 туфа, са 
74р. тпо. у 3374b 
748. тло. 4 1469.08 
I. Kaleh, (1980) 
109.1 t1a6.1a 
109.1 112j.Ia 
108.3 біула 
109.4 ісола 
109.4. 925.1 
109.6 407.1 
109.7 1415.10 
109.8 1416.10 * 
Bodel, Brickstamps (1983) 
болы, 138 pl.27no.138. 875.12 


Hill, "Brickstamps' (1986) 


| 


Ал 
Aré 
Атў 
АЕ 


Bre 


Bre 
Big 
B20 
Bar 
Bax 
Віз 
Bra 


23.та 
21.1а 
99.13 
88.12 
216.14 
ііула 
заула 
368.1a 
быта 
457.12 
469.1a 
471.1à 
j40-1a 
633.1a 
743.14 
абула 
938.12 
gë. ra 
ЕЕ. та 
1044.12 
тота 
11с8.та 
1070.12 
їзаї.та 
&9.1a 
асыла 
1247.14 
1249.74 
103,14 
goia 
T62.0a 
r488.1a 
отта 
25,18 
137.1 
187.12 
203.IC 
292.10 
438.10 
340.18 
$51.14 
664.1a 
648.12 
1356.12 
665. ra 
664.20 
666.42 
681.12 
665.32 
665.44 
666.1r 
66646 
665.132 
6657.1bb 
660,1b 
бухта 
775a 
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Bz5 
Bag 
Baz 
Біз 
Віа 
B3o 
Bur 
Біз 
Ву 
Ез 
Ci 

Сі 

Cy 


Еу 
Eg 
E9 
Ето 
Ет! 


Вол? 
Birim 
694.12 
946.13 
342.12 
буль 
1245.14 
1259.12 
1417.18 
1432.14 
119.12 
$38.1a 
$34.12 
$35.12 
$36.1a 
$£36.1c 
8351.1a 
831.7a 
1262.13 
1263.14 
1391.12 
1393.12 
1386.12 
1386.22 
1386.2h 
1378.1€ 
1397-16 
тдез.1һ 
туда 
1396.13 
1405.14 
1702.14 
1710.1a 
roog.1b 
$58.12 
614.13 
687.12 
832.12 
814.12 
854.13 
837.12 
813-12 
840.1a 
976.12 
1709.13 
834.24 
1C95.13 
ісәбла 
1097.12 
то98.та 
1099.13 
1156.13 
1093.22 
1587.12 
1674.12 
1088.та 
1088.1b 


i= 


THE CATALOGUE 


431 


| Шр ee EE eS ee 


ПОД р Т T 


412 INDEX TO THE PUBLISHED BRICKSTAMPS IN THE CATALOGUE 


Біз 1078.14 

Елу 107742 

Ета тоуула 

Et тоуула 

Біб лобода 

Ету аобіла 

Елі тобала 

Erg товула 

Esa 1084.1a 

21 igata 

Ez: 1089.10 

Бі ауҙала 

Бі туыла 

Ең 1735-та 
Biz-a1 681.24 
Са-6  $37.1a 
C;-8 851.90 
C13-:5 тубула 
Dé-8 858.1a 

Ei-6 norra 
Ето-1: 1688.1c 
E14-15 1077.34 
Бід-го то ута 
E1-22 1091.18 
Müller-Wiener, Hagios Agathonikos?' (2986) 
18 бр. 4 доба 
Feissel, "Inscriptions" (1987) 
4o8 по. зт 1375.1a 
дойпо,2.2 1372.08 
дай ngg 231,10 
409 по.) 9г27.1а 
4o9no.g  $g3.1h 
41000, 11.1 {бла 
дтапо, 11.5 "ала 
допо, 11.3 799.1a 
дтопо, 11,4. Віт 15 
ато по, 11.5 1416.10 
41% no, 18. талата 
418 по. 28.т 199,18 
A18 no, 28.2. zco.Ta 
418 по, 28.3 1690.12 
418 по. 29.1 1625.Ta 
діб no. 29.2 Алма 
418 по, 29.3 666.1bb 
419nü.29.4 907.)с 
419 по, 29.5 (142.13 
ат по, зог 916.13 
419nà,32.3 13бла 
qzino. 35 болта 
425 126.013, 111j.1à, біула, MOIR осла, 307.14, 1413.13, 
1416.12 (mentioned) 
427-8 по. 44 Goab 
Ülker, Proje (1987) 

97 Шізла 

58 бблх 


39 "ir 
бо 1214.14 


бї 612.13 
62 1398.1c 
бі 444.00 
Harrison, Temple (1989) 
71 fig. za(bouom right) 1586.2a 
a1 fig. 74 (topright) г386.2Һ 
71 fig. 74 (left) 832.1a 
Mango, ‘Spola’ (1595) 
ёдо п. уб Кола 
Ign, 'Perinthos' (2996) 
384, ПЕ. 4 not catalogued 
Bardill and Greatrex, ‘Antiochus’ (1997) 
fig 2A 327.13 
бр. 2B 1029.23 
Butcher and Thorpe, 'Beirut" (1997) 
354 897.12, 247.1b 
Sayar, Perinibos (1998) 
489 по. 250, pl44 fig. rhe 1346.1a 
зКо по. 257, pl. 44 fig. 181 1347.74 
Feissel, ‘Edifices’ (осо) 
йт по, tobis {Ёблтд 
ду по. 24 $87.12, b, $88.1a, gora, b, c; оста, b, c, d.-e, gorra 
(mentioned) 
Manacorda, "Воїй laterizi (2000) 
The stamps mentioned on pp, 145—8 were all previously published and 
should be located according to the references given by Manacorda. Note, 
however, the following stamps in particular: 
145 M168  т44б.1а 
146M. 177 $39.12, 1544.14 
146n.:83 142с.та 
1472. 188 1118.1d 
147 (Ері Diomedous Eparchou Romer) 309.10 
Onusrerhout, Ahunbay, and Ahunbay, ‘First Report’ (2002) 
268 бр. тг not catalogued 
268 бр. 12 notcatalogued 
Eyice, “Hagia Glykeria' (2001) 
202 бұ. о (upperleft) 681.3 
202 fig. p (lower left) é#o.2b 
Pasinli, 'Büyük Saray’ (2007) 
75-78 notcatalogued 
Peschlow, "Brickstamps' 
Аз iIa 
Аз зла 
Аз узла 
Aq торда 
Ағ ол фа 
Аб 297.14 
Ау 298.10 
АЕ 16,12 
Ag 394.12 
Атаа дсіла 
Мої доғса 
Aria 389.12 
АтіБ 490.74 


- 


Aire 


Atza,b 4r17.1a 
Aiicd фуль 


A13 
A14 
At; 
A16 
Ату 
A18 


Аз 
Азф 
Азуа 
Даті 
Дав а 
Az8b 
А29 
Ajo 
Agi 
Аз> 
Азз 
Аза 
Азу 
Азб 
Аз? 
À38 
A39 
Ago 
Маи 
Ад» 
А4 
Ada 
Агу 
A46 
Аата 
Aarh 
A48 
Ago 
Asa 
Agr 
Аяз 
Луз 
Аза 
Ку 
Ақ6 
Ату 
Agt 
Ата 
Аба 
Ast 
Аб: 


йола 


$57.12 
(62.22 
$76.1d 
E47.1a 
637.12 
баба 
217.13 
Хода 
213.14 
ERE) 
924.13 
golji 
тотума 
1021.13 
1233.13 
тедтла 
тодола 
1643.14 
1237.12 
1247.12 
1269.13 
1139.13 
1148.14 
1196.14 
1169,13 
1173.14 
1306.13 
1325.13 
1457.12 
1598.12 
1999.18 
1467.12 
1625,13 
1821.12 
1622.13 
1623.12 
T481.1a 
1499.13 
1499.1h 
тона 
1403.74. 
T;04.14 
1465.12 
1526.1 
1604.13 
1424.14 
1426.14 
зда» 
120,14 
1714.12 
зұрта 
1054.13 
T41g.13 
1414.12 
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Абу 1274.18 
Аба 126.93 
Аб 1301.ta 
Bi фис 

Бі 71.13 

Ву эў та 
Baa, b бболе 
Bac 660.1 
В; 1092.10 
Вв 1255.13 
Ву тіста 
B8 12.18 

Bg anıb 
Bio 283.14 
Ві! 3o6.1d 
Віза бібл 
Bizb бібле 
Big rka 
Від 666.1] 
Bry 666.4h 
Віб 666.10 
Ві? 666.4d 
Erg 666.4hh 
Bro 691.тс 
Bao 632.18 
Bar 665.4 
Наз буда 
B23 674,14 
Вла бӛсла 
Ва; 676.42 
Баб acta 
B27 819.1b 
B28 9o7.¢4 
H29 фоула 
Bio 957.24 
Ві: 1c16.1a 
Вуз 1260.1b 
Bii тұма 
B34 zo7.1a 
B35a 546.1f 
Bigb блв 
Віба,Б 1133.1a 
Вҙбс-Ғ 1133.1b 
Бі? 1429.18 
ВІВ тлуста 
Вур 33910 
Вас тдіїла 
Bar 1118.1a 
Вуз 1431.1a 
Bay 1686.1a 
Вал 1691.10 
Ва; 1685.1a 
Ст agaib 
Са 778.14 
C3 r234.1a 
Са дома 

Сұ 1377.10 
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Erz  1078.1a Ex A 
Ету 1077.43 a | Aire 389.2 
ЁЙ, Torra 62 1398.1c x i 9-2а Жез „таала 
бу 443.18 122,b 417.32 
Erg 1077.22 M. | Armed 4тулЬ Аб4 126.92 
Біб тойола Harrison, Temple (1589) Азу теулі Абр 1301.12 
E17 1081.1a 71fig. ла (bottomright) 1386.22 а Bi тис 
; Р 3 Ата убала 
Eil 1082.10 71 fig. 74 (тор пірім) 1386.2b Ais зубла Bz утла 
Eig тобҙла 7% fig. 74 (left) Symra Krs. уула Ву 275§-1a 
E20 1084.14 Mango, "Spolia' (1995) | Ату 637.12 Baa,b бболс 
E21 1090.12 649n.36 giera Aib байта Вас ббо.тс 
Езі тойола Ign, '"Perinthos' (1996) Arg 717.13 By 1091.1 
Ет 1733.14 384,fig.4 norcatalogued Azo fogta x Ipaa 
Бі 1731.1a Bardill and | ta et Р Азт D; Тафта 
Fi пуурла ери ere Antiochus" (1997) | se "pia BS тыа 
Biz-:1 681.20 fip.28 1019.13 Азза 9с4.ла Bg шаһ 
C4-6 5$37.1a Butcher and Th yee Aa3b gorga Bio 283.10 
C7-8 831.94 utcher and 1һогре, "Beirut (1997) А24 1015 та бог» сум 
Сг 1387.12 jo4 89.22, 247.26 hae eae Віза бїблЬ 
Dé-8 838.10 Sayar, Perinthos (1998) Asé 1054.18 Biib 616.1¢ 
Eré ттотла 389 по, 270, pl. 44 ПЕ. rho 1346.10 Alba пола BES) Бағай 
Erorr roff.re 389 по. 251,рі.44 fig. 181. r347.1a АзўЬ тола Від 666,1] 
E1q-1j 1077.3a Feissel, "Édifices' (2000) i Азйа тоза Ві) 666.4h 
Erj-20 108j.1a 91 no. tobis 86.12 F- Azðb тоўулта yi раку 
am тодт.та 33 no. z4 $87.12, b, £88.12, 689,14, b, с; гоо.та, b, с, d.e, ponta | Ало 1047.13 ы pe e 
Müller-Wiener, Hagios Agathonikos?' (1586) (mentioned) Ajo 1069.12 A .a4h 
fga 405.18 Manacorda, “Bolli larerizi’ (2000) Аз? ruga м Крй 
Feissel, Inscriptions’ (1987) s stamps mentioned on рр, 145-8 were all previously published and "o T ae Bii 665. gh 
408 по, 2.1 1373.1a should be located according to the refèrences given by Manacorda. Note, і ry a Bar 679.18 
468 веса кїў however, the following stamps in particular: 34 tresta Бі) 674.14 
дой по. 2.5 23116 ідрп.168 r446.ta Азу ігуҙла їз bate 
408no.3 927.14 146 п.177 $39.12, 1544412 836- їзобда Во; 676.4 
409n0,5 ЗЬ 146n.182 Tarota Азуу 1324.18 Bas шарлы 
атоо. тіл 1%бола 147.188. r118.1d | Bae" дурне B27 Віда 
ДІО ПО, 11.2 992.14 147 (Epi Diomedaus Eparchou Romes) 309.18 | x туда B23 967.52 
ітапо,11.3) 790.1a Ousterhour, Ahunbay, and Ahunbay, ‘First Report’ (2000) | Ат ais d Bag 9o7.1a 
допо, 11.4 817.15 268 fig. II not caralogued | Ma e 7-18 Взо 957.24 
dern = 1416.12 268 һр. 12 notcatalogued Ais - Ро Ву 1016.14 
18 1314.1a Eyice “Hast 2. Е" 
418 nc. ajr 195. та 424 oe ie (2001) ' Ааа тбот.та п рек A 
418 по. 28.2 200,1а wo ee а. бїт. Аду 1603.14 са ж 
| 202 fig. 9 (lower left) 680.2b | B34 207.10 
418no.28.3  1690.1a Аб 148112 
Pasinli, 'Büyük Saray’ А4 Буға 546 
418 п0.29.1 1623.18 ariy |1951) TA, RIT Буг баба 
jifanya ёда 75-78 notcaralogued i Aa7b 1499.1b Взба, Ь sie т 
418 по. 29.) 666.1bb Peschlow, "Brickstamps' MAL Дем By6e-f 1133.1h 
41900, 29.4. 907.36 Jr г краї ! Bas gagi Biz 1419.1 
41900.29.5 блда.та Аз зала |! or aucta By? Ідолта 
419n0.3011 91бла Ay узла ! Ат тқсрла ü : 
| Aj: тўобла 39 339.13 
419ng,39.3 136ла А4 торла | но 5 Вә алла 
ӛзі по.3р бола Аў тууда | ^ 1604.14 Ват тїїйла 
41$ 111643, їїзү.їа, бі7.та, 200.12, 924.1, t Ав а%7ыа {4 мла Bar MILI 
1416.12 (mentioned) eae Lo ipii "ak: Ау 258.00 Ass 1426.18 Bas S^ Pye 
427-8 no. 44 боолЬ АЯ 425,18 236 тазға Baa ур 
Ulker, Proje (1987) Ag 39413 і | Ase рс п вн з За 
97 1412.ла ро догта | А е mh Сі aprh 
jE 66.1х тоб (ола au УУ C2 ууЯла 
ғо Brzi Алта 389.18 d: Mrs Cy 1235.14 
Arb ҙоола Авто tarpia 
Аба діда leot 
C$ 1377.1c 


ба 1214.14 








34 INDEX TO THE PUBLISHED BRICESTAMPS IN THE CATALOGUE 
Сб 1378.1b Бі 1720.14 | ТАВІВ 27. Index to the Monograms in the Catalogue 
Су 1379.1а Сі доста 
Dr бб8ла Са 139741 Мапоргат по. Monogram Caralogue nos. | M m 
қ опо Я Мо , 
нитте Os ск Ё gu nogram no Monogram Caralogue nos Е 
Паһ 1437.1b G4 1396.1e 
Dy гуліла Gy 1401.13 1 Қр 1342.та, За, фа 33 FI 1384-та 
Dg 1445.12 G6 1398.1d | PA 
9; 1339-та Peschlow, Studioskirche = ÁN 1342.22, 34-і, Ba, да M iy 1380.14 
га аҙіла ғ? | 
Erb ae та Gus 3 і 1342.4а—с, ja-f, Ва, ча 35 ТП 1381.1a, b 
. „а 
Erc 233.12 174.14 у 4 Ж LETERE 36 ES 1386.12, 1387.12, 1388.1a 
Ез тоҝбла туула eit 1) | 
Ey 1074.13 4д1.та | 5 i 1342.72 37 1386.22, b, 1387.1a, 1388.12 
+ 137141d 594.12 в е 1393.1a, b 38 E 1385.1a 
5 турфа Ëra ' 
Еб 1352.1a 1246.13 7 М 186.1a, 944.12 39 ій 1399.12 
Еу 972.22 лов. T 
ЕЯ тубо,та фура 8 RE 1714.18 49 z 1385.1a 
1468.1a L 
l 9 thst 1341.12 41 H 1375-18 
| та its 1544-1296, 134 $. Tad 42 d^ 1367.1a 
yit 
| II i] 1346.12, 1347.13, 147315 43 d^ 1368.1a 
т“ 12 М 1023.14, b, c 44 Ар 1364.1а 
Іў p 1348.1a AT j^ 1361.1a-h 
% 14 p 1349.12, b 46 їх 1363. а-в 
1j té 13$0.1a-d 47 d^ 1362.12 
16 ir 1540.22 48 e 1465.14 
17 %. 15$1.1a 49 i 1366.1a 
18 Mt 1552.12 yo ra 1375.12 
18 it 1353-14, Б {1 % І372.га-Ї 
20 hk 13%4.1а їз 3H 1371.1a 
! L 
21 дү 135 та із T 1369.12 
22 4 1356.12 та “е гуфта 
^ 23 М 1357.1a, b 55 js 225.12, 2a, 239.14, b, 2a, за, 
| м pat 1358.3 131.12, b, c, 259.12, za, 312.12, 
ki 315.13, b, c, 314.12, b, 315.ra, 
| 2j 1382.14 316.12, $13.12, 1028. 1a—c, торта, 
| 26 М 1366.14 b, 2a, 1273.12, 1373.12, 1374.1, 
i 137 j.1a 
| 27 KE 1382.1a-c Jh 
| M y6 | 1372,0a-f, 1375.14 
. | 28 қ 1591.1à нік 
| | : {7 1376.12 
| 29 W 1377.12-d whe 
Е {8 І7І7.та 
| 38 lef 1359.12—c "E 
79 1114.12 
| ы ia 1378.1a-d 
бо Ж 1395.12 
32 Еч 1371.1a-l, 1373.13, 1374.13, 2 
ŠI усу,та 


1375.12 
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РІ. П. Underside of brick in РІ. I. 
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РІ. ТУ, Palace of Antiochus (c.41 5-39), circular room attached to hexagon. 


РІ. III. Land Walls (405-13), original construction technique, tower 17. 


Pl. V. Stoudios' basilica of St John (c:450), interior looking east. 





РІ. VI (above). Theotokos in 
the Chalkoprateia (probably 
с.457- 474), interior, looking 
north-east. 





РІ. УП (left). St Polyeuktos 
(c. 10-21), platform of 
church, looking west along 
the north passage beneath the 
north aisle. 


Pl. VIII. 


SS Sergius and Bacchus (probably ; 30-46), exterior of apse. 
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РІ. ІХ (above). Theodosian 
Hagia Sophia (с.411—1$), 
propylaeum and rear wall 
of the atrium. 


Pl. X (left). Theodosian 
Hagia Sophia, detail of 
masonry in the rear wall 
of the atrium. 


1. ХІ. Baths of 
euxippos (с. 32), 
ктепогоЁ the apse of 
uilding 2, and the 
rest wall of Room т. 


“| ХП. Plan and eleva- 
-on of the Balaban Aga 
Aescidi. 








РІ. XIL Facade of the substructures on the south side of Cemal Nadir Pl. XIV. Room I of the substructures оп the south 
Sokağı. side of Cemal Nadir Sokağı, looking south-west. 
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Pl. XV. Room IV of the 
substructures on the 
south side of Cemal 
Nadir Sokağı. 


?L XVI. Impost capitals 
n Room IV of the sub- 
structures on the south 
ide of Cemal Nadir 
iakag. 














РІ. XVII eft). Ionic impost capital in 
Room IX of the substructures on the 
south side of Cemal Nadir Sokağı. 


Р]. XVIII (below). Vaulted structures 
found in Mercan Caddesi in 1968. 
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Р], ХГХ. Vaulted structures 
| found in Мегсап Caddesi їп 
1968, 





PL ХХ. The cistern on 
Sıraselviler Caddesi. 

















